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SN _ and fear God, who'believe in and obey chriſtianity, and thoſe who are” il - 
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"ns 6 © = Jifferences among men are-trifles light as air. et us regard every m 5 >. 
3 Who adopts this belief, as a brother. As a SET 2M indeed, let us re- 1 
. gard every individual of the human race, and Jet us endeavour, with all - | 
od Gt our might, to make every one a brother by religion, as well as by nature. 8 
Loet us contend, moſt earneſtiy contend, not for the chriſtianity of ß | 
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ve have been auith Feſus, and have learned of bim, Let a8: for, Md 
1 5 = 5 every part of our conduct in our intercourſe. with mankind, that we are - 
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f | HAT. there- was: uch a as Jeſus: -Chrift that 
5 born in Judea i in the time of Auguſtus—that he gat d 


7 eiples taught the multitude ed many wonde 
and at laſt fuffered death through the malice of We 
5 better atteſted than the moſt notorious actions of the 


” 


„ orators of antient Greece and Rome. For. 

3ſt. We have the ſame 1 fir cen as for tho th mely; 

| chat of Tacitus, Suetonius, Pliny the younger, and other ern. 

= ak 'We have the circumſtantial narratives of the E elical 

5 hiſlodans; moſt of whom were eye · witneſſes of the facts they e- e 
55 2 and (with a thoufand others) confirmed this e win 5 


25 ir blood. Theſe writings alſo may be proved not only to have 
A —— written, but alſo diſperſed, and read in public aſſemblies 5 e 
By: N e during the very age in which theſe events happened. 2 . 1 


5 1 The principal facts {the reſurrection excepted) were _— 1 
85 | ied by the early enemies of chriſtianity, among either ſews oer 


7 — It is true they attributed them to wrong cauſes, ane 
endeavoured to evade the inferences naturally dedycible from tem 
| —with what ſucceſs we ſhall have occaſion to obſerve. . b 


35 th. The of chriſtianity, and the of it i 
8 inflitutions, as in particular, the chriſtian ſabbath and ſacraments, 2 

es incontettable' nicnuments- of the fats to which they; refer. 

I Pheſe hints may ſuffice to ſhew the of the leading facts 

en on which chriſtianity: is founded. T 

85 The credibility of the facts will, in a great meaſure, eſtabliſh 

IE the: authority of the writers. Fot if the facts which they „ 


upon their own know are in themſelves credible; it only re- 
- WW mains 3 . were a - common n. and ſin- 


ws * . amb ; for. 
 who-does not wiſh his own capacity to be-ealle 
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An queſtion, will venture to deny them à ſufficient ae ra ander- 
ſtanding to relate the things of which they were both eye and ear 


WE; '- . witneſſes. And for their ncerity we may appeal to the ſimplieit 
1 155 1 and _cahdour of their narrations, to the diltotcreſſed- 


Ez 
. onduct, the unwearied gſſiduity pf their Ia bours, and 
0 * > 3 their 255 and ſevere e in the taufe of their eine 


maaſter. And indeed it is utterly inconceivable that ſuch a num- 
1 e 8 the ber of men ſhould conſpire. i 1: ſture, not only at the ex- 


pPpence of every thing dear in this life, and in the immediate proſ- 


. pec̃t of death itſelf; but in the apprehenſion of being treated as 
TG 8 W. b poſterity, and anſwering. for their impoſitions ina 
EN Having thus far eſtablihed the credibility bf the * of the 
Ent ty "Now Teſtament, we proceed to inquire into their aceount of the Be 
. divine character and miſſion of Jeſus Chriſt, which will lead us 5 


1 aldlart the ſame time to review Tony of the grand evidences on eh 
I - -ehriffianityis oungede... 9 5 ä 
PD Pheir profeſſed defign: then} is, t See bat Jeſus Chriſt was | 
mae Meffiah the Son of God, and the: Saviour of Mankind; that 
3 7, Ke came into the world in gence of a divine miſſion, and that 
JJ that million in his _ doQrine, Trans; —_—_ and | 
1 reſurrection; BETS TOE in Rs 


„ des 0 demon rate ce beben him as rokE- 
Tors by the Hebrew PROPHETS, and as exactig anſwering all 
__:- _ thay ſublime predictions, both in his life and death. e i an 
+». "extenſive ſubſect; we can only obſerve a few 
8 | © pointed! out the place -of his BI ri, namely 


a an ob- 


cure village, but to be made illuſtrious by. ils event“; and re- 
ſſttmricted the me of it during the exiſtence of the ſecond: temple, 
and within a period which by every rcaſonable mode of calculation 
mut have expired ar its deſtruction f.—His Ane and family are 
Jerash marked$; his. ern vers eee. and the 'dircunt- 
WE. ſttance of his being preceded by à foreruntler i namely, John the 
„»„ 5 iſty are foretold with equal plainneſs. The very manner of his 
8 eaching, that it ſhould be meek ani affectionate; the nature of his 

VV e that it ſhould be full of divine wiſdom and righteouſneſs, 
1 Aid ſevere only to the 2 pocritical and impenitent; the miracles 
JJ © .,, with which ks do Grins uld be confirmed, the healing the dif- 
eeeeaſed recovering the blind and deaf, and aclibr; works of; kindneſs 
Aud benevolenceC—The purity of his life; and, above all, the na- 
|, . ,* ure; degree, variety of his ſufferi | his accurſed:death, and glo- 
Jae urrection ed are deſcribed: by. the prophets, in terms little 
Ieſs particular and exact than were uſed by the evangelical 5 
Z e — 7 e of the events t les. 
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2585 is 8 3 chat theſe. very 1 8 of . 
them applied to the expected Meſſiah by ewiſhs doctors ho pe 
ceded the time of his appearanee; /to-thi e eee Jeſus ,himiels 3 
appealed ; and from them his apoſtles conſtantly reaſoned wl he ES 
Jews; and by this preaching, accompanied by the promiſed effit- _ x7." 
lions of the Spirit, thouſands were convinced. and Ne and i 
became the diſeiples to and martyrs of a crucified Meſſiah. K 
; To give all conceivable. ſtrength; to this evidence, and ne off V 
3 the only. pretenee that future adverſaries could raiſe, namely, That * e 
4 theſe predictions were forged: ſubſequent to the events, the Pats od ny 
8 dence — God had ſo ordered it, that they were nat only; e 
A into Chaldea, but into Greek; whence many particulars: became 
known to the Gentile. philoſophers, were interwoven; with” the 
Gbyline. oracles, and even incorporated into the ſublime numbers. 
of Virgil; and all this before the New Teſtament was written. 
Thus a general expectation was formed at this time of à great 
deliverer, 2008 We eyes of: all. men directed to look. ton his ee, 
ance. ts TILES #544: TOY 779 =. 
| exodus ti bal « 05 fon of, Sigh Jaw! from bepren ppeat 5, 1 4 4 IE 1 25 + G 
MIR e Come to thine honors—lo, the time draws N 5 15 1 5 
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| 11 Let 265 review. the Redeemer's MORAL! | QUABGOTRE. 
10 a e of it in the language of the ER dere 
Sau . 225 i «24 $6343: | CEP £848 
Iwill conſeſs to yo clint: the-majeſty. of; the ſeriptures finikes 
me with admiration, as the purity-of the goſpel; hath its influence 
on. my heart. Peruſe the works of our philoſophers: with all their 
pomp of diction: how mean, how contemptible are they, com- 
pared with the ſeripture! Is it poſſible that a book, at once ſo 
ü — e and -ſublime, ſhould. be merely the work of man? Is it 
le that the ſacred perſonage, whoſe: hiſtory it contains, ſhould 
be himielk a mere man? I wr at that ke aſſumed the ee 
an enthuſiaſt, or ambitious ſectary? What ſweetneſe, what part. 2 
ty in his manners! what an affe = grace fulneſs in his delivery! ?ẽ u 
What dublin in his maxims! What profound wiſdom. in his. „ 
| diſcourſes !-- hat preſence. of. PAY what ſubtlety, what truti ins, 
his replies! How great the command over his paſſions! Where 2 — 


as Kann a . 


8 


F 6 


il. is the man, Where the: philoſopher, who could fo live and fo die, _ 4 
es without weakneſs, and without oſtentation ! — When Plato deſcribed . 
a- his imaginary good man with all the ſhame of guilt, yet meriting ON 5 
lo- the hi e of vixtue, he deſeribes exactly the character E | 5 2 tp. 
tlc BF Jelus Chriſt ++ the reſemblance was fo ſtriking that all eke . 
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What: an infinite di 


| - thoſe of a God. Shall we ſuppoſe the evangelie hiſt 
fiction? Indeed, my friend, it 1 it bears. not rn je Ry of 6Qion; a 


tines und 
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"ip without pains or ignominy ſupported his character to 
2 no pom tr ee, er eee 


75 : it might; eee, whether eh with all -d, its fa 


N eee © upd ſublime morality Tf which | 
he only daneben b. n pu epept and example he death of 
| . Socrates, . peaceably izing with his friends, appears the 


Ry car rad hee 90 for: that pf Jeſs, e * 
in the midſt of aganizing e abuſed, infulted, 15 accuſed 
; 2 whole nation, is the moſt horrible that could be feared. heap, 
ian receiving the cup of poiſon, bleſſed the weeping executioner who 
Adminiſtered it; but Jeſus, in the midſt of excruciating tortures, 
prayed for his mercileſs tormentors, Tes! if the life and death 


of Socrates were thoſe of a Sage, the life and death of Jeſus were 


on- the contrary, the hiſtory of Socrates, which nobody preſumes 


to doubt, is not ſo well atteſted as that of Jeſus Chriſt. Such a 
ſiuppoſition, in fact, only thifts the ee, without obviating it: 
_ It is more inconceivable that a number of perſons ſhould agree to 


write ſuch an hiſtory, than that one only ſhould furniſh/the ſub- 


| 2 of it. The Jewiſh authors were incapable of the diction, and 


ers to the morality gontained in the goſpel, the marks of 


whole e truth a Toy friking and inimitable, that ow inventor would 
bea more n cet hers.” 


III. Let us confider the doctrines and precepts which om the 


— ſulaftance: of our Lord's biscouxszs. Wee have: — ſeen the 
conceſſions of 32 We may add, that 
the: advanitgge of the greateſt ſages | 


his doc- 


— — 


As to the dofrmes, they were clear and expreſs, 8 


3 che ambiguity — tar they were worthy the nature of God, 
| and important to mankind; ' inftead:of the ſhameful inventions of 
the poets, or the idle inquiries of the different philoſophic ſects; 
they point out the perfettions of Deity the miſeries of our own 


and u of 'a with God here, and admiſſion into 


Tine the beatific \ — diſcover the nature and im- 


portanoe 4 as mediator between God 
and man.— They are exprefſed . with the greateſt -certainty, and 


_ confirmed with the fulleſt evidence: © God is gracious to ſinners: 
I who came from the boſom of the Father declare it. Man's 
heart is corrupted; I who reveal men's thoughts aſſert it. There 
. a future 1 af rewards and puniſhments, I who now raiſe 55 


world, eee . 


1 is thero berworn i Sperates, 
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Ls R oo 
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F The . of the goſpel has equally the advantage 8 1 
, then cat particularly in two ——— lt is aniveffal. Scace 
, | 2'philoſophgri can be referred to, however ſevere in His manners, . 
; _ who had not ſome favorite vice to excuſe or palliate ; and fearces . 
1 fin ſo abominable,: but it had ſome philoſopher for its apologiſt, 
1 But what fin did Jeſus tolerate?—Again, the mitives he uſed were 
* infinitely better adapted to the ſtate of humari nature, than thoſe © - 
„ef Gentile: moraliſts. They addreſs our fear; God is juſt, and 

h will puniſh -impenitent ſinners our hope; God is gracious, and. 

f _ will reward thoſe that fear him Our grata; God hath loveq . _ 

© the world; and fig his Son to fave it: our inert; he gives 

g 4 An hundred d in this ließ and, in the world to gende life : 

y | everlaſting®.”: EO 

57 It may not be Wenden keto add; "what Jeſus tavghrin , 

0 redation: to the SOR Teſtament 1 and its relation to ʒ he 
„ 2 Bere. neee e. W 
h ſes and the prophes, as ſome deiſtical writers have pretended, h 

re conſtantly refers to their writings as divine, and appeals to them as | 

re witneſſes of his miſſion; ''** Search the ſcriptures, for in them yr 
1 think: e have eternal life, and'the 2 are they which teſtify of me f.,. 85 

es | IV. The miracles of Jeſys Chriſt command our attention 

A | particularly, as they were wrought" in confirmation of his doQtrine 

25 and miſſion. A miracle (ſays: Dr. Clarke) is a work effected in a 


manner different from the common and regular courſe of Provi- 
dence, by the interpoſition either of God intel, or ſome intel 8 
gent agent, ſuperior to mani. N 
The miracles of Jeſus were en Walters, inftantancou, EL RAO 
public, laſting, benevolent; and ſuch as evidently required the in- 
terpoſition of Qmnipotence. He healed the incurabiy ſick; gare 
| ſight to thoſe born blind; recovered demoniacs, lunatics, and „ 
lepties: he raiſed the dead from their graves by his word; n 1 
performed many other works equally aſtoniſhing: = „ 
What {aid the qews to this? Ie cafteth out devil by Beet . 
zebub the prince of devils. Is this rational? Is Satan a ber „ 
to his on intereſts? Or would infernal ſpirits employ their x „ 
in works of benevolence: to men or to eſtabliſh the brighteſt 
of — Hom of divinity, and the pureſt morals that ever were-delivered? _ 
What ſay the deſoendants of thoſe Jewsgat this day? That 
wn Jeſus found the ineffable name, Jenovan, in the temple, whore 
nto it had been ſecreted” for ages, and that by virtue of this charm —— 
m- was able to perform all his miraeles, and might have e * 1 
zod more. Will common ſenſe liſten to ſuch an idle tale? 1 


F 7 8 8 88 7 8 


nd What faid the heathen philoſophers? What ſaid thoſe na. | 

18 ex. of primitive chriſtianity, Celſus, Porphyry, and Julian? 

n's chr Vp, that Jeſus Chriſt was a magician and a ED 

\ETE OY We 2 55 9 a e 

the ; 3 A IJ > BREE: N 
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ef „ vrkrnen or THE. BIBLE. : 


7 ever wonders he might perform“ . 


7 ina thar-they-were-wrovght in exact. fulfilment of antient pre- 


mtion, and had the W en . ee theſe pits 


mean the RxSURRECTION of CHRIST, and the d ra 0 the 
The former of thele is of indif utable impe 


3 the ke. Bot What a crowd of Amel que- 
"hy force theniſel ves upon us?— What is Magie? If it be a 
_ diabolical art, devils would never have intereſted themſelves to pro- 
mate ſuch a cauſe: if Magie be a-cheat only, it never could have 
= ſuch effects, What were the heathen miracles? If falſe, 
o can they affect the truth of Chriſt's miracles ? And if true, 
how can they be compared with them? For a prince like Veſpa - 
fan to be flattered by his gourtiers, or a philoſopher like * e 
us, by his ſcholars, are ntither new nor ſtrange events. 
their few, obſcure, and ſuſpicious wonders be compared win u — 
miracles of Jeſus Chriſt? There is very good reaſon to. believe 
_ theſe ſtories were forged afterwards in prejudice of chriſtianity... - 
But if miracles are to be attributed to magical arts and diaboli- 
- cal agency, it requires no great ſagacity to decide which ought rather 
to be attributed thereto ; thoſe wrought in ſupport of idolatry and 
ſuperſtition, or thoſe wrought in expreſs oppoſition: to thoſe arts and 
os and in ſupport of the pure doctrines and morality of the 
Indeed the cauſe in ſupport of which they are wrought, 
is 4 5 circumſtance in the teſt of miraeles. The Jews were 
forbid to follow the prophet who enticed a to idolatry, what- 


But there are two circumſtances which ſet thomiachs of Jeſus 
for; above competition even with thoſe of Moſes himſelf. - The 


_ ditions, in which the very nature and eircumſtances of ' them (far 
different from thoſe of the Jewiſh lawgiver) are pointed aut to mark 
the character of the Meſſiah... The other ſtill more extraordinary 
eireumſtance is, that the very perſons who witneſſed the miraeles 
of Chriſt were able to do the ſame, or even greater, in his name, 
and actually did them to confirm their evidence; nay, ſtill farther, 
tbey had. delegated. to them the authority of conferring, 'the ſame 
- miraculous powers on others, by impoſition. of hands; and this 
power was continued for many years to the utter confuſion. of their 
adverſaries, and the deſtruQion-of Paganiſm. It was in. vain to 
diſpute with men, who could appeal to a ſurrounding throng of 
blind diſeaſed, and lame, who had been healed by a Pets ſpoken 
in the name of Jeſus—with men who ſpoke all languages by inſpi- 


to others 
V. Theſe e 0 lead: our e to 50 particular 
fads on which chriſtianity is, in a great meaſure, founded. I 


Herr SPIRIT: already hinted at. Nr waet'a” 


be not raiſed our faith is vain,” This is related b N very x 
ſons who uſed to converſe with him during his public miniſtry, oP a 
n law him Nb av after | he was . rom n the dead, con- 
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A verſes or THE blur. V 


Wente 3 kum; and received A nellen from nim to pi 
this fact, and proſelyte all nations to theſe 8 | 
confirined i in ſome meaſure by the ſuſpicious 

iples ſtole his body While 


that his diſc 


a few unarmed: fiſhermen ſhould force 4 military guard? t i 


But the grand evidence of Chriſt's teſurrection, is the Dgsc Er 5 


94 the Holy Sbrßrr on the day of Pentecoſt” Our Lord had 
romiſed this previous to his death t, and the aceompliſhment of 
fe t was the ſtrongeſt evidence 


VI. Once more, let us conſider the Aürte re and conſequences » 
of this effuſion'of the Hoi v SPIRIT. They are principally three. 
1. The rapid ani univerſal ſpread of the goſpel,” even e defore 
the deſtruction of Jeruſalem! (Biſhop Newton! obſervest) the gofpel 
was not only preached in the leſſer Aſia; and Greece and Italy; the 


great theatres 61 action then in the world ; but was likewiſe propa 


F ated as far northward as Ethiopia, as far eaſtward as Parthia and : 


ndia, as far weſtward as Spain and Britain.” And in the folow- 
ing century, notwithſtanding all the o x worn and” 
tells the Roman government - We 


are but of yeſterday; and vn to- day are grown up, ard overſpread 


| your empire; your Lirias; youriflan 85 your forts, towns, aſſemblies, bs 
and your 


camps, wards, companies, palace, ſenate, forum; all 
ſwarm with chriſtians. "Your temples indeed we leave to'yourſelves, 

are the only places you can name without ehri jans . 
tis to be obſerved, that chriſtianity not only proſelyted men 
to the belief and outward profeſſion of chriſtianir 


and moral effect on their lives and conduct. ver was any other 


| eauſe ſupported with ſueh irreſiſtible e Wherever it came 
it was received: by multitudes, at the ex 
raters and lives? many of theſe. wh had hitherto lived debauched, 
impious, and idolatrous lives; became now ſober, temperate, honeſt, 1 
This was not indeed univerſally the caſe, becauſe 


of their pr „cha- 


and religious. 
all were not ſincere in their profeſſion; but it was ſo, to an extent 


chat no other religion eould boaſt; Nay the Pagan religion generally 1 8 


made men morally. worle, 1 inp e, e a to the ea Pairs whiet: (On: 


| profeſſed IE 


The remaining effect of the ſpirie J «fuſion. was ty Gan 


ey and readineſs with which men ſuffered the 1048 of all: "Ins, 
and even martyrdom i in its moſt terrible forms. 


—* 1 cannot omit (ſays Mr. AddiſonF) that which appears donne | 
A 8875 1 in 9 three wu A Mn ates that Ac. : 


8 * Matt e 11 15 IQ XIV. 16 „ 
0 On er 12 vol. ii. 2377. 3 ch. 38. Reeve's Tr. Ee 1. . 
8 Eridences ww the Sinn N ect. vii. 
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of- his naw „„ 
e guard they: had placed 1 (0 
_ watch the ſupulchre ſlept . But how dare the guard to ſleep at 
the hazard of their lives? and if chey dich how did they know who - 
ſtole his body? and if they did not fleep, how was it poſſible A | 


ſible, boch of Chriſt's reſurrection, . 
alen divine origin of chriſtianity. | 


ecution*it _ 


Win had a viſible 
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* ® e merabig Mmultitudes of martyrs in thoſe: low and painful torments 
5 Ws burning iron chair at Lyons, and the inſults and mockerics 
— of a crowded amphitheatre, and tilt keeping his ſeat 5 or ſtretehed 
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or patience, TL I, I I wy K mu- 
h were inflicted on them. I cannot eonceive a man placed 


| : bg won a grute of iron,.over-coals. of fire, and breathing out his ſoul 


4 * 
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| | Gender 


muong the cxquilite ſuffering; of ſuch a tedigus execution, — 
Sas than renounee his reli | | 


<>; duty, on; faith, ee nay, and the maſt abſolute 
Fertainty of a es: ſtate. —— unbiaſſed ere | 
t 


dinary manner, mult have prey fag he prefent preſſure, and 


have delivered itſelf out of ſuch dreadful diſtreſs by any- means 
+ that could have beeen ſuggeſted to it. We can eaſily i imagine that 
many perſons in ſo good à cauſe might have laid down. their tives 

2 ̃t che gibbet, the ſtake, or the block; but to expire leiſurely among 
me moſt exquiſite tortures, when they miglit come out of them, 


even by a mental refervation, or an hypocriſy which was not with- 


——_ bility of being followed by repentance and forgiv 
- Poſſihility g 7 3 


ſomething in it-fo far beyond the — and natural ſtre 


Wortals, that one cannot but think er was ſome: miraculous 
Fever e en the ſuſſerer. 12 


t It is certain, chat che deaths and fi Feriny «ab the: five 
chriſtians had a great ſhare in the converſion of theſe leaned Pa- 


5 gans, who lived in the ages of perſecution, which with ſome in- 
 tervals and abatements, laſted near 300 years after our Saviour. 


Juſtin Martyr, Fertulllan, Lactantius, Amobius,” and others, tell 


| us, that this firſt of all alarmed their curiofity, rouſed their atten- 
tion, and made them ſeriouſly inquiſitive into the nature: of that 


teligion, wang could endue the mind with ſo muck ſtrength, and 
overcome the fear of death, nay, raife an earneſt deſire of it, 


though it appeared 10 e This they found had not been 


effected by all the doctrines of thoſe philoſophers, whom they had 


| korn y ſtudied, and who had been labouring at this great point. 
The 


ſight of thefe dying and tormented martyrs, engaged them to 


ſearch into the hiſtory and doctrines of him for whom they ſuffered. 
The more they ſearched, the more they were convineed ; till their 
. eonvietion g rew fo ſtrong, that they themſelves embraced the ſame 


truths, and bes actually laid down their lives, or were always. in 


1 readinefs to do it, rather than depart from them.“ 


I might add, though this fact is moſt remarkable in the three 


: firſt centurics,. it was not confined to them. The ſame conſtancy 


is obſervable in thoſe that ſuffered. for the - ſame faith under the 


popiſh and other perſecutions. God forbid that there ſhould be 


occaſion for ang more 2 mee of the ne of r 
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O follow Mr. P. through all his deſaltory obſervations would — 
JL exceed the limits of this work; but I ſhall endeayour-to're- 

duce what is moſt material and pertinent to the ſubject under three 
claſſes; Objectians againſt any Revelation. —againſt the CHRISTIAN _ 
Rebelution and agamft the three principal means employed (as 
he ſays). to impoſe upon mankind; viz. MysrRRT, MirAcLE, 
and; Pacht Weben dd 8 
I. Mr. P.'s objections againſt Ax Revelation. Revelatioornn 
(ſays he) when applied to religion, means ſomething communicated ' 
immediately from God to man. No one will deny or diſpute tge 
power of the Almighty to make ſuch a eommunication if he 
pleaſes. But admitting, for the ſake of a caſe, that ſomething has 
been revealed to a certain perſon, and not revealed to any other 
perſon, it is revelation to that perſon only. When he tells it to a 
ſecond: perſon, a ſecond to a third, a_third to a fourth, and ſo on, 
it ceaſes to be a revelation to all other perſons. It is a revelation 
to the firſt perſon only, and heatſay to every other; and conſe 
quently, they are not obliged to believe it“. The whole of this 
reaſoning depends upon the impertinent word * rmx. Þ which  .. 
Mr. P. has marked in Italics, to ſhew its importance. - Certainly, 

if revelation means ſomething immediately communicated from God, 
then muſt it be limited to-the firſt, or immediate communication. 
But may I not reveal a truth to a third perſon; through theme 
dium of a ſecond, of ſuch eſtabliſned veracity as to demand belief; 
Is this poſſihle with men, and impoſſible with God? Surely no 
Nene will affert it. It is no more eſſential to a divine Revelation 
Phat it be immediate, than that it be in a voice of thunder, or with 
en. ata rnmpRegr rn SEL io op 8 
An eſtabliſhed character for integrity always challenges credit, 

nleſs the aſſertion to which our aſſent is required, be in itſelf ab- 
ſurd, and very improbable. If we ſee ſufficient reaſon to believe _ 
that a revelation was made to Moſes, &c. we are properly ſpeak- 8 
ing belie vers in revelation; ry the revelation, whatever it be, 
T r 5 : I ay, Thee? 3 5 N relate | 
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1 3 as-well the ports 46 whoa 
it was immediately made, all mankind, Mr. P. himſelf included, 


obligation to reſpect it. 
But let us examine the cafe ſtated to illuſtrate this poſition. 
4 When Moſes told the children of Hrael that he had received the 


a 13 | 85 two tables of the commandments from the hand of God, they were 


not obliged to believe him, becaufe they had no other authority for 

it than his telling them fo, the commandments carrying no inter- 

15 nal evidence of avinity with them “. Leet us ſtate another cafe 
_ parallel to this. 

When an ambaſſador i is lent WT, a 0 00 . to our r court, 
offering terms of amity and. friendſhip, we are not obliged to be- 
© hieve. his maſter ſent him, merely becauſe he tells us ſo; nor is 
there any. thing in the meſſage itfelf-but what he might be capable 
of i mnventing- how then is he to infure credit ? >—By i his credentials. 


The ercdentiats of Moſes were the miraculous powers with 


„ he was endowed, 2. ws 1 ie Uraclites been re- 
. eye witneſſes. 

» they never. required i im plicit 

aracters were ſufficiently 


As to the fuceceding 
credit, till ſuch time as SE e 
eſtabliſhed to demand it, either by the performance of ſome mira- 
cle, or the accompliſhment of Cine: clear and unequivocal predic- 
tion f. The e vhen they challenged public confidence, heal- 
ed the ſick, br the dead, and ſpake all park. 27 by intuition. 
II. Let us now conſider Mr. Paine's conſiderable 
tions: againſt the CHRISTIAN: revelation. "ON this, however, I 
 cnnfides the Old Teſtament as an effential part f. Fhe New Teſ- 


tament is only a fuller and clearer revelation of what. was taught 8 


in the Old. Judaiſm and Chriftianity are fo connected, that they 
muſt ſtand or fall together. We ſhall therefore begin where Mr. 
P. begins, and trace his objections through both Teſtaments. 
As te the account of the CREATON, (ſays our author) with 
which the book of Geneſis opens, it has all the ance of be- 
ing a tradition whieh * Ifraclites had among them before they 


came 3 Suppoſing the account to have been originally 
traditionary wilt — NT it falſe. It is. reaſonable to believe 


that, 3 the in vention of 3 traditions were preſerved with 
ter eare; and the longevity. of the Patriarchs was peculiarl 
Fo to this. Adam might converſe with Lamgeh—Lam 


with Shem—Shem with Abraham, or perhaps, Iſaae—and another 

| generation would be fufficient to hand down a tradition to the time 
25 2 Moſes. If we trace back the tradition, however, as far as 
Adam, ſtill it muſt have comme to him by revelation. But as Moſes 


, - enjoyed fo intimate communion with the Deity, and was favoured 
with ſo plenary communications from him, it is moſt reaſonable to 
fuppoſe, that he received the ſubſtance of this aceount N Hea- 


8 8 youre his G for _ wy _ the mount. ; 
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ace, elt begins abruptly, It is nobody that ſpeaks: - It'is | 2 5 
ow nobody that hears. It is aqꝗdreſſed to nobody. It has neither 8 
on ſecond, nor third perſon, —It has no voucher®.” The celebrated „„ 
the N Leginur, however, in his Treatiſe of che ſublime, judged diffe- N 


traordinary man, who conceived and ſpake worthily of the power 


of God, when he writes in the beginning of his EAR Gad [{ 42 — 
what? Let there *. bt, and there was light.—Let there be eart 


ccive nothing more worthy of the Sa than ſpeaking worlds 


r is | 
1 beſt advantage it ſhould be compared with the unintelhgible reve- 
_ ies.of the heathen . . with them, he is as. t 


; light to chaos. > 
But let us paſs on.— Though i it is not a deed article: of the 
Whriſtian ſyſtem, that this : world that we inhabit is the whole of the 
abitable creation, yet it is ſo worked up therewith, from what is 
alled the Moſaic account of the creation, that to believe other- 


0 wiſe, renders the chriſtian ſyſtem of faith at once little and ridi- 

| Mie. ulous f. Here are more miſtakes than one. % 

1 | I know it has been commonly ſuppoſed, that the Moſaic crea- KEE 

cal- Won includes the whole univerſe ; but I conceive it extends no fur- 

n. ier than what we call the ſolar ſtem. We have buſineſs with no 

151 Wore ; and the. ſcriptures were not written to gratify idle curioſity. 

Tei. WE us, however, review the account, as we — it in the firſt 3 

aghe | Whapter of Geneſis. 5 

they | The firſt ſtate in which © our world . was 5 that a a 8 Vis 

MI. various elements. The firſt work of divine power upon it, 

2 80 _ TM; a rg hy of eee ge or rather fermentation. From 

Hs his the ty uced light, and by the ſeparation of this 

mo om Lakncß ond Qed the firſt revolution of our ſphere. from weſt 

8 d caſt, and ewa the period of a natural day, beginning with 

Beer me evening. On the ſeeond day a rmament, 3 or at- 

Fr arch doſphere was formed, and became the agent for ning the 

n raters which covered the earth from chaſe ended to float on hig. 

Harl On the third day the earth was formed into cavities and eminen- 

5 2-74 : the former held the waters, and the latter beeame fertile, and 

"ther ere crowned with vegetables. On the fourth day were formed DB 

time ther ſpheres connected with ours ;—* the ſun, the moon; and the © 

5 28 ars; that is, as I conceive, the planets and fatellites of our y. 

Moſes m. — The fifth day produced Al the original ſpecies of animals 

0 Kcept man. — The fixth day was devoted to the formation of out 

0 parents, and God having ended his work Ey the ſeventh tt 
| ay,” on that day reſted ;' not becauſe he was weary, but that man, < | 


pho 1 is an imitative creature nt. Jollow his ample.” And this 
abba 


t . „e I, nd rnd au. 
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rently. Speaking of the Jewiſh Lawgiver, he calls him an 4 ih 5 5 ; 


11 was . Let reader form his own judgment. I ean con- 9 7's 15 


into exiſtence. . . He ſpake, and it was done; he commanded, ard SETS 
it ſtood faſt.” To exhibit the beauty of Moles s coſmogony to the 


— 
= 
— > 
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hr abbath, I have no doubt Adam obſerved in innoceney and happi- 
| S pep nd Scher ont aa: 
I!ubis I take to be the ſimple narrative of Moſes; compreſſed 
And a little modernized. Now in what particular, give me leave 
to aſk, does this contradict the lateſt diſcoveries of e and 
„Laa aſtronomy? Say you, that beſides our ſyſtem, there are innume- 
nmnuble others of equal magnitude in the univerſe? Suppoſe {if you 
10 EL pleaſe) the fired flars to be all ſuns, around which revolve an infi- 
_ nite, variety of planets. Where do the ſeriptures contradict it ? 
But ſays Mr. P. this © renders the chriſtian ſyſtem at once little and 
ridiculous.” —Gop of innumerable worlds! how doth thy greatneſs 
aggrandize thy mercy and benevolence! As Mr. P. has favoured 
us with part of one pſalm, I will venture to inſert part of another, 
_._ which at the fame time may give the reader ſome idea of the nature 
df Hebrew poetry. It ſeems to have been an evening hymn for 
ſthe time of vintage... „ > fe Refrain, 


< 


| PsAbNH TIL .. BI 
Who haſt diſplayed thy glorious majeſty above the heayens! ', | 


When 1 conſider thy heavens, the work of thy fingers, 
The moon and ſtars which thou haſt ordained, 33 
What is mortal man that thou remembereſt kim; # 


Or the ſon of man that thou doſt viſit him 


* 


For thou haſt made him (but) a little inferior to the angeln 
And haſt crowned him with glory and honour. tn. 


> 


Inova, our Lord! how excellent is thy name in all the earth! 
* 1 o =# 7 1 #9 rl LABS 


But if we admit a plurality of worlds, From whence then 
could ariſe the ſolitary and ſtrange conceit that the Almighty, who 
had millions of worlds equally dependent on his protection, ſhould 
go the care of all the reſt, and come to die in our world, becauſe 
they ſay, one man and one woman had eaten an apple. And, on 
the other hand, are we to ſuppoſe that every world in the bound- 
leſs creation had an a Eve, an apple, a ſerpent, and a Redeemer? 
In this caſe, the perſon who is irreverently called the Son of God, 
would have nothing elſe to do than to travel from world to world, 
in an endleſs ſueceſſion of death, with ſcareely a momentary inter- 
val of life*!” —Who ever formed one of theſe © ſtrange-conceits'” 
before Mr. P.? What chriſtian ever ſuppoſed the Deity confines 
His care to this world only? Who ever imagined Jeſus Chriſt” to 
have ſuffered in other worlds ? or, that they were guilty and needed WW 
a Redeemer? —No: we hope that all other habitable worlds, if 
there are other, are the reſidence of holy and happy beings, which 
-- therefore need: nd redempt ion 8 
_* © We now proceed to the next hiſtory of the Old "Teſtament, 
Voi. The Fair, Fere deiſts triumph; but let the impartial. rea- 
”. | © der ſerjouſly attend tothe account, 
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= ho {til continues to oppoſe himſelf, to the ſupreme ſource of all go 
nations, in all ages, this opinion prevailed, that human affairs were ſubject to the 1 
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"Win God had created our Geſt parents, + pigs thaw in the 
3 gelightful part of the globe, and called it Paradiſe. Here 
their einployment was to dreſs the garden, and their food its fruits. . 
That Adam was endued with conſiderable natural knowledge ap- 
pears from the original names he beſtowed on his domeſties the 
animal creation“. In addition to this he was favoured with the 
ſublimeſt communion with the Deity of which fleſh and blood ſeems 
ag ane rhe Here every thing eonſpired to make him happy, except 

ngle inſtance of reſtraint upon his zppetite as a teſt of his obe- 
dience: he was not to eat of the tree of knowledge of good and 
evil, and this on pain of loſing both his happineſs and life. He 
ate and died. Say not, it was hard to die for taſting fruit: the 
ſmaller the circumſtance, the leſs the temptation, the. eaſier obe- 
dience, and the more aggravated the tranſpreſſion n | 

Mr. P. calls the fruit “an apple. He might as well have 
ſaid it was a pear, an orange, or a bunch of grapes. , Moſes is fi- - 
| lent, and I ſuppoſe, for this reaſon, that it was a fruit, of which 
no child of Adam ever taſted, for it grew in paradiſe, where none 
of his children ever entered: But, whatever was the fruit, it ſeems 
to have poſſeſſed very pernicious qualities; perhaps intoxicating 
and poiſonous ; for it immediately produced irregular ROO >: | 
| and the ſhame which follows. them; in fact, to borrow 8 8s 

Janguage, R | : 
| ny © Brought death into the world, ad it her wowed E 

If the reader be diſſatisfied with the hiſtory of the fall Te 1 
8. try if he can find or invent any more rational hy potheſis to account 
4 for the introduction of moral evil into our world. 

J know that ſome attempts have been made to rob Moſes Gs; 
the honour of writing the Pentateuch, and to give it to ſome un- 
known hand; but they, Have been ſo weak, and anſwered fo ably, 
that I ſhall ill venture to attribute theſe books to the Holm hee: 
giſlator; eſpecially as the e if proved, would not materially . 

| affect our aufe. 
I have already pointed out- the Al 56 Matte: namely, 
the miles he e Noche in the 1 of the 0 and 


; before 
+ Mr. P. © 9 have done e diverts himſelf vid evi Wen 5 590 
of pneumatology and doctrine of dzmans, and that, as uſual, wit appearing to 
underſtand them. —1 would recommend to his conſideration the univerſality 'of the 
doctrine concerning an evil being, who in the beginning-of time had o oppoley. himſel 
Amongſt 


* Lock ii. 90. pL 97 See Cen. ji. . 


of the gods, and regulated by their interpolition Hence has been derived Whatever 8 7H 
Ve have read of the wandering ſtars of the Chaldeans, two of them beneficerd, and- a 
two malignant—hence the Egyptian Typho and Oſiris—the Perſian Arimanius 12 . 
Oromaſdes the Grecian celeſtial and infernal 3 Brama and Zupa of the M.. 
dians, e and Mexicans and the good and evil principle, by Whatever names - 
they wy be called, of all /other:barbarous nations. Ngw does it not appear reaſon: 
able to ſuppoſe, that an opinion ſo ancient and ſo univerſal, has ariſen from en e 
concerning the fall of our . 3 e and W by _ Th FS 5 
2 Yn __ FL 5 | . 
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5 all Iſrael. But they had, if poſſible, yet fironger Neger of 
his divine miſſion. They ſaw him enter the thick cloud, where 
the divine preſence was terribly manifeſted ; they faw him deſcend | 
after fatty. days: refidence, where they did not think it poſſible he 
could have ſurvived ; they ſaw-his countenance ſo irradiated with 

lory, that they could not ſtedfaſtly behold it without a veil ; nay 
U er, they heard the ſame words which he brought to them on 
tables of ſtone, denounced from Heaven in a voice that nothing 
on earth rould imitate“, So far is it from true, as Mr. P. con- 
tends, that they had no other authority for believing a ow 
came from heaven, than his telling them ſot;” - © 

Still however, our author will infiſt, that though the ten oom 
mandments contain ſome. good moral precepts,” yet do they 
carry © no internal evidence of divinity with them: on the con- 
trary, he is confident that one clauſe, that of viſiting the fins of 
the fathers upon the children,” is © contrary-to every principle of 
moral juſtice.” The fact, however, is indiſputable, that both 
bleſſings and calamities are often entailed from one generation to 
another, and that in 223 families as well as nations; if Mr. P. 
dan account for the fact upon his principles, we thall not find. it 
hard to account for the threatening upon ours. 

But the whole difficulty may be cleared up by one olfervatian, 
5s " that it is only when children. copy and improve on the 
crimes of their wicked parents, that they dra down upon their 
own heads redoubled vengeance: ſo that the innocent never ſuffer 
for the guilty, except in ſuch temporal calamities as neceflarily 
. reſult from cir parents; eximes ; as when the profligacy. of one ge- 
neration involves the next in Not 12 or the like. On the con- 
' trary, ſo benevolent is the God of Iſrael, that the eminent piety 
of one man is ſometimes rewarded with bleſſings on thouſands of 
his deſeendants; as was the caſe with Abraham and his children, 
This, is the God whom deiſts repreſent as cruel and vindictive 

3 reſpect to the reſt of the Old Teſtament hiſtory, I ſhall 
only drop a few general hints, and leave them to the reader” s re- 
. fle ion to enlarge and improve. 

Ii. It is unqueſtionably the moſt ancient hiſtory in 1 hk; 
and gives the only account of the earlieſt 2878 winch has the leaf 
pretenſions to probability. 
2. Th#moſt ancient hiſtoric monuments in-the 8 > vi | 
monie with ſcripture in the moſt material facts, and a they 
| have much leſs claim to credit. 

. The candid manner in which the ſacred | writers, as Moſes, 
Davl, &c, record their own faults, and the erimes of their own 
nation, is a ſtrong internal evidence in their favour, ſuch as no 

other ancient hiſtorian can pretend to. 
44. There are a great number of incidental be © bode 
5 in . books, relating to ee, navel * the 5 
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of the a he. which would: make the inventor of the | Bible 3 
W prodigy. of 5 learning, not to be e in ancient or e 


modern times. EP 
| re rather incredulous_ than other eile, to their 5 
own prophets, and ong biĩaſſed in favour of the idolatry; of 
other nations. So that in all ages there were a number of perſons © 
who would have willingly diſcovered, or encouraged any . . 
of impoſition. 555 
6. The moral charatter of that nation was by no means n,, 
formly bad, as Voltaire and ſome other writers of the fame ftamp - —© 
have pretended. In ſome ages their morals were much purer, and 
heir piety proportionably more fervent than in others. Such was 
the 7. The | which firſt entered Canaan with Joſſuunn. 
The facred writers, like other hiſtorians, are anſwerable 1 


bY ly for facts, not for their morality. If the J-wiſh- hiſtory W: = FS 
oh Fa, ige with blood and cruelty, ſo is that of all other nations, and 
to MF ithout the advantage of being retieved by ſuch hiſtories of piety. 

nd virtue as abound in {cripture. 


8. Though many of the events of facred hiſtory are ſtrange and 
8 yet the ph nn of them is generally great and becom 
ng. Many of the circumſtances ſeem, indeed, at this diſtance 2 2 


— unaccountable, and are perhaps greatly miſunderſtood ; part- 
i 5 the conciſeneſs of the facred-records, and partly through 
oa * eee 1 eee alas inthe Hh This 
; rtieu caſe w me particulars in N 
rily N which Mr. P. ſo pleafantly . 5 
Se- There is one little hiſtory, however, that of Jonah, which . 
_ Feats with ſo much mirth, that I cannot help remarking it, 
Joly ally as he admits the ftory to be at leaft pofſidte; for he owns that 
4 o . e whale was © large enough” to ſwallow Jonah, though he thinks: - 
* t would have been better to have reverſed the ſtory, and made 2 
ban onah ſwallow the whale, as it would certai e more anaphe .- 
nom for merriment*. To fuch a miſerable ſhift are the enemies 
r f revelation, reduced, that they are obliged to alter and reverſe the 
u: << reWGrds to find room for ridicule and cenſure ; and yet theſe | 
T = en are ever complaining of the abſurdities of revelatinn N 
l 4h The other parts of the Old Teſtament are either devotional, 125 8 
nar. oral, or prophetic. In the former claſs the book of Palms is 
we articularly conſpicuous, and has often excited the admiration RE 88 
they rrſons, who paid little regard to almoſt any other book of tlkle 
aebrew code. Here, however, Mr. P. can recollect but ne 

oles, palm, which he thinks any way: worth commendation, and which 
WT e eſteems a true deiſtical compoſition, but is certainly very uns + .- 8 
wv ky in fixing.on the nineteenth, ſince the one half of that is kx“ - > 
Wes efsly comp rk in commendation of the ſcriptures : © The oy + 
oy If the Lord is perfect the ſtatutes of the Lord are right,“ Re. 
Nef be 1 excuſe 1 can 2 057 for him Ih, that he "Py no 1 . 
” 5 7 7 : <a EL 
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5 picelf confelless; SY knew nothing of- the 12 but from Mr. 
0 Addiſon's verſion, which is only of the former par. 
FE Ass to the prophets, Mr. P. lays © the ax at once to the root of 
reevelation by demonſtrating that the term prophet, meant originally 
| a a poet or muſician}... I beg leave to ſay, that having examined 
every text in which the term has been ſuppoſed to ſignify poet or 
| lj mamuſteian (for the notion is not new, though the proof is,) I am 


* 
1 
D 


N Ld 
—— 
— 
— 
— 
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| convinced that, however connected or introduced, the term prophet, 
LEE in every inſtance, includes the idea of inſpiration, real or pretend- 
| C applied to a munctan or Poet, it 1 of 
5 means an infpired one. 

. The prophets, no doubt, generally delivered themſelves i in ele- 
WEE 7 vated language, ſuch as is faid to-conftitute poetry; but if Mr. P. 
[ _ _ © ha not forgot the contents of his Bible, he would have recollected, 
| il 3 that the Jewiſh prophets, in the plaineſt of all language, predicted 
5 5 many important future events, ſo as to be entitled to the name of 
bpb prophets in the ſtricteſt, and what he calls the modern ſenſe of the 
Wil word. Theſe predictions he ought to compare with the events 
1 . predicted. It is not his arbitrarily ehanging the JOAN of a 

hl; AN . ware that can avail him any ching. 

3 Any perſon who only looks into his Bible; muſt ſmile at Mr. 
8 Rigs P. 5 . miſtake of the meaning of the termi greater and leſſer 


5 prophets; for it has no relation whatever to what they wrote, or to 
(i 85 the manner of their writing, but only to the quantity of it. Iſaiah, 
if it Jeremiah, and Ezekiel, whoſe books are comparatively large, are, 

| on that account, called the (greater prophets: Whereas, Hoſca, and 


| 

| 

| 

| eleven others, WI; wrote but aid are me dee ealled the l Mer 
8 prophets. 

| 

| 


4 » | It would: be a painful taſk to run over all the abuſes Mr. £ 
heſtows on the ſacred writings, in calling them <* traſh—paltry and 
55 contemptible tales obſcene ſtories, &c. &c. which language can 
N | only ſhew that an author! is angry> | and e to e Words 


; for arguments. 15 
Wl WMe now cloſe the Bible, in Mr. P. s ſenſe of that dert o re- 
| Fl © ſhias it to the Old Teſtament, as diſtin uiſhed-from'te-New.— Wl 
ll. Let us open the New Teſtament. "The new Teſtament! (ſays 
0 Mfr. P.) that is, the new Will, 48 * there could by two wills of 
„„ = he Occ; rt; 

| II believe it is pretty well wreck that, 2 Greek term 'tpmdered 

 - Teſtament being ambiguous, the proper title of this book is the 
Nero C nant. How ridiculous then does Mr. P. make bimſelf, 

by his ſerious conteſt with ſuch errors? 

We cannot attend to all the miſtakes and Wfurdities of 4 The 
Agevf Reaſon :” a few of the moſt prominent muſt he ſelected. 
Mr. P. ſays that the moſt extraordinary of all the things called 
miracles, related in the New Teſtament, is that of the devil flying 
n with Jeſus. ein, and Oy him to the top of a high 
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"hs, 27 | 4 : paraNcE oF rar Stör- „ „ 

ir; | enten 100 to the top of the highet pinnacle of the 2 * Wes V4 1 OY 
. But the probability is, either that all this ana of WAS a viſions of Ming Rog FE 5 | 

"of figurative account of what paſſed in;the.mind of Jeſus, one 

uy g all the trials to which he wound . be expoſed in the courſe Ae 

ied is lic miniſtry. „ FED Tn. 8 5 

or e now come to the two mot important fads on ich leit, T' 

am Fianity is founded the death and reſurrectian of Jeſus Chriſt; The 

bet, rſt of theſe is, indeed, admitted, but in terms that. n . 1 

ad- pon his ſacred character. : tr: 01, = 5 Ys 

ays „The manner (Mr. F. yt) f in which ne Was ay rehen 

i ews he was not much known at that time, and-it ſhews alſo that . 

ele- he meetings he then held with his followers were in.ſeeret, 5 

P. ost he had given over, or ſuſpended: preaching publieff. - Juc 

ed, ould 'no otherwiſe betray, him, obs ing. information! 8 

ted Me was, and pointing him out to the officers,” who went to arreſt „ # 

: of im; and the reaſon employing and paying Judas for this, co, „ 

the 1 Liſe only from the cauſes already mentioned, that of -his-not. be... Oat, 

nts ig much known, and livi oy 8 54 This difficulty, how-* WM 1 

f a er, is eaſily removed. The apprebenſion of Jeſus as do be in 7 

he. e night, and by the common officers. of juſtice r and it is = „„ 

Mr. Poclible that, let a man be ever ſo welk l in the day: time, 

e, Much perſons as theſe might neither be ahle to find him in ch nt, 

r to ) or Aiing uiſh. his on at that time, without ſome aſliſtance- 

iah, Medes, why did the Jewiſhirulers think it neceſſary to uſe: the pre- 

are, Maution of apprebending Jeſus in the night, but beeauſe he was ſa 

and Mopular at that time with the commion people, that the der, 


Ig of him in the day time was thought to be too hazardous? 
bat. che preae * of Jeſus was then, and at all times, inſt pub- 
P. . his whole hiffory clearly ſ̃ews; and when he mas (hed in 
and ie night, he himſelt. faid, -* . Are ye come out as againſt = thick, - 


can ich ſwords and with ſtaves to take me? I was daily with you | in Hp | 
ords Mie temple, teaching, and ye took me not f. I 48 = 24 ie 0 
But, ſays Mr. P. % The idea of eee Babs, 0 X e 
o re- Hul agrees very ill with his reputed: divinity, but aſſociates = 1 1 
V. - mething of puſillanimity; and his being betrayed, or in other 185 4 
(ſays erds, his being apprehended, on the in formation of one of his 
Is of lowers, ſhews: that he did not intend! to be ap eee 1515 
N | onſequently that he did Not intend: to be crucified: Med I i font 7 „ 
jered Et 1 be of material conſequenee to the cauſe of ind elity, 0 9 8 
; the iat what Mr. P. here aſſerts ſhould be true, viz. that: Jeſus had 77 0 
aſclf, 0 apprehenſion of the violent death to which he was expoſed; by 1 5 3 
8 Z But .the whole of his Hiſtory- ſliews, that he knew from tlie begin 255 7 5 4 85 7 . 
'The ing that he was to die in conſequenee of his undertaking, and „ 15 ; 
Red, Y a public crucifixion 3. and though for: ſome. time he choſe tb 
alled ' icidraw himſelf from the perſecution of his enemies, it Pact BY 8 9 I 5 
Pied 4 8 e n 8 e for 925 e WER EE. i x TY ON 
my f pd Tone 
5 F. 47. ee + Mare xj 46. 1 e Real. 9K. Abo, RAD ON AO 
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e 
7 3 eee 210 # John 17. * + Mate xvii. 22. . 5 


Some time before his1aſt j journey to Jeruſalem, it is ſaid; « From 
| that time forth began Jeſus to ſhow unto his diſciples how that he 


muſt go up unto Jeruſalem, and ſuffer many things of the elders, 
and chief prieſts, and ſcribes, and be killed, and be raiſed again 


the third day v. At the ſame time, and on other ocaſions, he 
2 forewarned his followers, that they muſt be ready to ſuffer 
as he did; e which was ill calculated. to favour” any. con- 
eivable DE of an impoſtor. SPL 2 

In one of the public diſcourſes of Jeſas; in wile TON 
 hiniſelf to a ſhepherd, he ſaid, „ lay down my life for the eep, 
and therefore does my father love mer dee lay down my Wes 
hat I might take it again . 

On his laſt journey to Jerafalem, he ſaid, , Fig: len of: min 
ſhall be betrayed into the hands of men, and they ſhall kill him, 


5 and tlie wurd day he ſhall be raiſed again; when we find tlie 


_ diſciples, to whom por Kngoage! was: addreſſed, . Was ae, 


. exceedingly ſorr. he 


But nothing '1 jews the ſteady purpoſe of 1 to o give up his 
ne in his undertaking, whatever it was, more clearly,” than his 


5 - folemn inſtitution of „0 euchariſt the very night in which he was 


© betrayed, expreſsly, as a memorial of His death, the bread repre- 


ſenting his body, which was to be broken, and the wine his blood, 
which was to be ſhed. And all his diſeourſes to his diſciples, re- 
cCeorqed in John xid. and xvi. and his ſolemn prayer, ch. xvii. 
as they went to the garden of Gethſemane, were calculated to 
do mfort them with reſpect to his ory: death, and: his tem- 
e Pony: ſeparation from them. 


As Jeſus knew from the beginni 5 ing thopurpoſe of dub whe if 


'-” he dbioe mean to be apprehended, did he go-to the place where he 
expected to meet him; and why did he not endeavour to make his 
eſcape, which, when they who came to apprehend him (probably 

overawed by his Reese and manner of ſpeaking ) fell to the 


$,' he had an opportunity of doing? When he was in the 


IL 15 preſence of his Jewiſh judges and of Pilate, did he behave: like a 
pPerſon who wiſhed to avoid the fate that he could not but fee was 
CIs pending over him? Had he ręcourſe to any mean ſubmiſſion, 


ies, to ſave his ve Na did he not ſhew as great 


| __ preſence: of - mind, and im en e . 5 25 
| Sn den d in dr eee certain Ca | 


Mr. P. ſays, „ The! chriſtian peeing tell us- that Chriſt 


door the ſins of the world, and tliat he came on a e to die. 
Would it not then have been the ſame if he had di fever, or 
bf the ſmall pox, of old age, or of any thing elſe? Now it is ob- 
dus toobſerve; that had Chriſt died of any diſeaſe, and of courſe 
in private, among his friends, it would always have been ſaid by 


eee that he never bad bee a8 ded; at 
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could not be faid of a perſon; who was condemned to death by. © © 
his enemies, and publiely crucified; {+ path dn A OE, 
But the grand attack is upon the reſurredion... The reſurree . 
tion and aſcenſion, ſuppoſing them to have taken place, admittdeadi 
of public and ocular demonſtration, like that of the aſcenſion of 8 
balloon, or the ſun at noon- day, to all Jeruſalem at leaſt. A thing 
which every body is required to believe, requires that the proof ang 
ie it ſhould be equal to all, and univerſal; and as the 
public viſibility of this laſt related act was the only evidence that 
could give ſanction to · the former part, the whole of it falls to the 
ground, becauſe that evidence was never given 
Suppoſing for a moment, that God were pleaſed to make Aa . 
divine revelation of his will to mortals, or to require our aſſent wt o 
a ſeries of hiſtorieal facts, it is certainly very becoming for ſu f/ 
creatures as We are to dictate, 4 pri,” the kind and degree ff 
evidence on which we chooſe to believe them! Admitting, hoc. 
ever, that Jeſus Chriſt had aroſe and aſcended in the fight of aal 
Jeruſalem, let us ſee hat better evidence would this have afforded ssd 
us of the fact. All the inhabitants of Jeruſalem are long ſin ee 
dead; that they did fee it, therefore, we could. not poſſibly have 
any other evidence than that of a few hiſtorians of thoſe ages, and 
theſe hiſtorians would lay open to the ſame cavils and jeans = 
the evangelical writers. Mr. P. would till tell us that it — 
upon the credit of eight or nine (perhaps not ſo many) witneſſes 
who ſay they ſaw it, and that the reſt: of the inhabitants ſaw it. 
Whence “ all the reſt of the world are called upon to believe it. 
And if he could meet with but one unbelieving Thomas, Who be: 
ing abſent from Jeruſalem, happened not to ſee it, he would adm. 
Thomas did not believe the reſurrection; and as they ſay, would 
not believe, without having ocular and manual demonſtration him- rꝝĩ;¹1ẽ 
ſelf. Sos neither uu; and the reaſon is equal 4 as good for. mne, 
and for every other perſon, as for Thomas. So that che objece . | 


ion to*theaſmall number of witneſſes of this event is reduced to a . -- 

ere cavil, for if © occular and manual demonſtration?” be nec, - .. 
hen »s hiſtoric evidence-can;be ſuficient. t.. EI IR 

And that it would not be thought ſo, is evident from a compar. - 

ſon with other parallel facts. For inſtance, the ſupernatural darkness 

and earthquake which accompanied'the cracifixion muſt have been 

pitneſſed by, not only all Jeruſalem, but all the inhabitants of Juden 

at leaſt ; and yet I dare aver Mr. P, believes as little of this as nge 

Boes of the reſurrection. So true is the aſſertion of Jeſus: Chriſt, t, 
hat, if men “ hear not Moſes and the prophets, neither will the | 


—— 


+ 


* 


pe perſuaded though one (even) aroſe from the dead. | 

The witneſſes of the reſurrection, however, were more tan 

r. P. is willing to admit. Beſides Mary the mother of Jeſus 

lary Magdalen and ſeveral other women, he was ſeen of Cephas, © 

i.e, Feter] then of the twelve ; after that he was ſeen of he 
oat N +. Matt. xxvii. 45, 5—34 hy 3+ Luke e + 
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Lune ene vans of the Now Teſtartwht, excepribe book of eng 
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ive handred: brethren at once; of whom the greater part remain 
unto this of aig time, [i. e. about A. D. 56. ] but the reſt are fallen 
aſleep. Aſter that he was ſeen of James; then of all the apoſtles. be: 
And If 5 all, Fea e was ſeen 2 alfo*.” Theſe ya Þ 
1 mall number ws," OE e ET © who 
- witneſſed the refurre&ion! N 25 
But we are told f, the beſt ſrviving evidence we now habe re- 
8 g this affair is the ews. They are regularly deſcended from 
f who lived in the times this reſurrection and aſcenſion is 
fakes to" 1555 e and they ſay, it it not truet.” They are 
alſo regularly ded from the people before whom Moſes and the 
ophets wrought their miracles; and they ſay that they are true . 
from the people of whom we read ſo many ee hiſtories, 
which they alſo aver to be fru: from the people , to whom were 
committed. the oracles of God, and they aſſert that theſe likewiſe 
are frub}; in all theſe" things, however, it ſeems they deſerve no 
* becauſe their teſtimony” is in favour of Revelation: —but 
vrhen they witneſs againſt chriſtianity, and fay the reſurrection is 
þ ang} then their's is the '*© beſt Evidence we now have.” But 


Hear the Reaſon of the A 
a Jeſus Chriſt (ſays he) preached Fa bent 3 und 
"he 4 of man; but hep alſo apainſt the corruptions 


and avarice of the Jewiſh is, and this brought upon him the 
| hatred and vengeance of the whole order of prieſthood.” The ac- 
_ cufation' which theſe prieſts brought againſt him, was that of ſedi- 
ow and conſpiracy' e the Roman nba. to which - the 
fo were then ſubject and tributary + between the two 

0 Jews and Romans] this virtuous 8 and revolutioniſt loſt 

s Hfet.“ That is, in ſhort, the reaſon why the Jews in this caſe, 

and in this only, deſerve "credit, is becauſe their fathers hated and 
- murdered Jeſus Chriſt, in the moſt crueLand u njuſt manner! This 
1 muſt confeſs, to borrow Mr. P.'s expreſſion, ( for abfurdity and 
extravagance is not to' be exceeded by any thing” Jevewmet with. 
After alluding to the apparent vid among the ęvangeliſts, 
(which are by no means important or unaccountable,)—Mr. P. ſays 


mas, called the Revelations, are a collection of letters under the name 
of epiſtles; andthe forgery of letters has been ſuch a common practice 
in the world that the probability i is, at leaſt, equal, whether they ar: 
genuine or forged ||.” The ſame may be ſaid of other epiſtles, thoſe 
of Pliny and Cicero for inftance, as of thoſe of the New Teſtament Wl 
A 1 method this bf getting rid of hiſtoric evidence ! and which 
may be applied a — pro icy to every other ſpecies of records 
28 to the epiltles. 2 ives, and 2 compoſitions have all 
been forged under "is me oft reſpeQabl therefore none o 
them are to be depended on, and in the next century it 1 arg 
2 ö whether Thogius Paine himſelf. ever ſed, 195 
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To the bock of Revelation Mr. P. would not, perhaps, have ſ 
& ſtrongly objected, had he been aware that it predicted the:-French 
Revolution“; at leaſt it is certain 2 in Franee , anna 
Heming in England , to name no more, foretold ſueh an event at 
the very period in which it happened: however, the beſt eviden ge 
to the divine authority of this book, is to be found in the laſt 
volume of Biſhop Newton's Diſſertations on the ee eg F 
III. We now come, in the laſt place, to conſider what Mr. P. 
calls the three principal means that have been employed in all 
„ and perhaps in all countries, to impoſe upon mankind. 
Thoſe three means are Myftery,. Miracle, and Prophecy... The two 
firſt (he adds) are incompatible with true religion, and the third | 
| onghbalways . a or” 
I. With reſpect ta MysTEgRy, every thing we behold, is, in 
one ſenſe, a myſtery to us. Our own exiſtence is a myſtery : the 
| whole vegetable world is a myſtery. We cannot account how it 
is that an acorn, when put into the ground, is made to develope 
| itſelf, and become an oak. We know not how it is that the ſeed 
we ſow unfolds and multiplies itſelf, . and returns to us ſuch an 
| abundant-intereſt for ſo ſmall a capital../; 7 7h os 
| „The fact however, as diſtinct from the operating cauſe, is 
not a myſtery, becauſe we ſee it; and we know alſo the means we 
are to uſe, which is no other than putting the ſeed into the ground. _ 
We know therefore, as much as is neceſſary for us to know; and _ 
that part of the operation that we do not know, and which, if we 
did, we could not perform, the Creator takes upon himſelf and 
performs it for us. We are therefore better off than if we had _ 
been let into the ſeeret, and left to do it for ourſelves d. 
In theſe obſervations I have the happineſs perfectly to agree - 
with Mr. P. and thank him much for fo ably anſwering his own 


objections. Let us apply this reaſoning to the myſteries of. natu- 
ral and revealed religion. The exiſtence of Gad is a myſtery. 


= <* The fact, however, as diſtin& from” the manner. of it, is not- 
We a myſtery, becauſe. we ſee” the fulleſt evidence of it in every thing 
around us. We know therefore as much as is neceſſary for us 

to know” in order to dictate the duties we owe to our Creator. 


- - Again, the doctrine of 'divine-omnipreſence_is itſelf a myſtery, 
„The fact, however, as diſtinct from“ the mode * is not a my e 
tery, becauſe” Reaſon ſtrongly indicates it muſt he ſo, and Revela. 
6 — = err ĩĩĩͤ ĩ WWW , 
But. (ſays Mr. P.)] the word myſtery cannot be applied to 
oral truth ;” that is, if I underſtand the propoſition, there is no 
WE myſtery in our moral duties, becauſe they-are all obvious, or re. 
vealed. This is granted; but the following inferences have no 
fenen ee EEG Cons 
fa, „„ 
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The God in whom we believe is a God of moral truth, and 


8 þ 


7 p 3 


not a God of myſter. Religion, therefore, being the belief 


of a God, and tſie practiee of moral truth, cannot have any connee- 


tion with myſtery. The belief of a God, fo far from having any 
thing of 2 it, is of all things the moſt eaſy, becauſe it ariſes 
to us, as is before obſerved, out of neceſſity. And the practice of 


moral truth, or in other words, a practical imitation of the moral 


__ goodneſs of God, is no other than our acting towards each other, as 
he acts benignly towards all“. Here are ſeveral miſtakes of con- 
ſiderable importance. If by the belief of a God,” Mr: P. intends 
only a believing that there is a God, this indeed is not myſterious, 
but then it is a ſmall part of religion: the worſt men in the world 
generally admit this. If he means to include a belief of-the divine 
perfections, as omnipreſence, . omniſcience, &c. theſe ſubjects are 

tull of myſtery, as already obſerved t. But the moſt ſtriking defect 
in Mr. P.'s religion, is, that it admits no kind of religious worſhip, 
Private or ſocial: for he comprehends the whole in-taith'/and: mo- 
rals. What then, is the boaſted religion of nature reduced to this? 

Are no grateful acknowledgements to be made to our bountiful 
benefactor? No prayer to be offered for his bleſſings, favours, 
- or protection? Alas! it ſhould ſcem not: for in another part of 

his work Mr. P. condemns and ridicules every thing which bears 
the appearance of piety or devotion. Humility” he ſtiles . in- 
gratitude; — Prayer is, with him; a preſumptuous * attempt to 
make the Almighty change his mind. — O, Socrates! O, Plato 
by what indignant name wouldſt thou have called this religion? 
2. MIRACLES. in every point of view appear to Mr. P. both 
c improbable and “ unneeeſſary.“ Ie ſays, Unleſs we know 
the whole extent of the laws, and of what are commonly called 
the powers of nature, we are not able to judge whether any thing 
that may appear to us wonderful or miraculous, be within, or be 
beyond, or be contrary to, her natural power of acting. 
I 0 this it is eaſy to reply, that though no man knows the whole 
extent of the powers, or laws of nature, we are ſufficiently well-ac- 
aquainted with /me of them. Not to mention the caſe of the death 
of the firſt born, and of the firſt born only, both of men and of cat- 
tle, throughout the whole land of Egypt, in one hour of one par- 
ticular night, and that diſtinctly announced beforehand; or the 
dividing the Red Sea or the river Jordan, ſo that a whole nation 
could march through them at their leiſure, which are facts in the 
Old Teſtament hiſtory: will Mr. P. himſelf ſay, that. the inſtanta- 
neous cure of all kinds of diſeaſes, not excepting thoſe that require 

_ - the longeſt medigal treatment, ſuch as dropſies, palſies, and in- 

„ 


4 0 Chriſtian mythology,” Mr. P. ſays, p. 36, * has ſives Jeitios. There 5 God the 


— 


Nature.“ On what authority be aſſerts this, is beſt known to himſelf. He might juſt 
_ -as well have ſaid, that chriſtians had fifty, or five hundred deitie. 


3 5 | Father, God the Son, God the Holy Cho, the God Providence, and the Goddeſs 
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nity, by a word ſpeaking, was within the uſual courſe of nature 5 
r that a perſon could walk on tlie ſea, and ſtill a tempeſt, by com- 
and, without a miracle? Still leſs will he ſay, that a perſonn 
ho had been crucified on Friday, and left alone in a ſepul ene... 
ould walk about and coriverſe on the Sunday following, as if ß. 
Hing had been done to him, without a miracle. Admitting the 
acts to be, as they are repreſented in the "av 05 hiſtory, he:would © 
urely ſay, that little as we know of the whole compaſs of nature, 
uch things as 7heſe are clearly beyond it, and unqueſtionably /uper- 
GOOD OO ñ]/ñ at TT ADE CHORD MEI DIE Bp ED 1 1.4 
Mr. P. raifes this queſtion, whether, “it is more probable that 
ature ſhould go out of her courſe, or that a man ſhould tell a 
e?”* and determines it “ at leaſt millions to one, that the reporter 
ells a lie*.” This may be true enough, for ' ought I know, of © 
pme men; but there is a great difference in characters; and the 
Iypropriety of this way of reaſoning is evident, by applying it to 
other caſe. Mr. P. mentions the power of electricity ſuppoſe 
ewas to tell an illiterate countryman, that by an electrical ma- 
Whine he could extract flaſhes of fire from the human body, ane 
hat without giving any painful ſenſations; might not the clown 
eply, millions of lies have I heard told, but ſuch a-thing FF _ 
ever ſaw; it is therefore millions to one that you tell a lie? __ 
But to bring the queſtion. to a cloſer iſſue. It is allowed on al! | 
Wands that Jeſus Chriſt did pretend to work miracles. Mr. P. 
ys Jcſus Chriſt was a virtuous and an amiable man! - that 
che morality he preached and practiſed was of the moſt bene vo: 
mt kind f. Now, if miracles are all tricks of Jegerdemain, as 
fr. P. repreſents them}, how can he reconcile the conduct of 
eſus Chriſt with his on character of him? Is it not, in his own © 
rords. degrading “ a virtuous reformer” to repreſent him as a2 
ow man, pla ing tricks to amuſe and make the people ſtare and © 
onder?“ 11 J. us ne om vulgar credulity, he muſt 
an impoſtor, and conſequently not “ virtuous and amiable _ 
he was “ virtuous and amiable,” he was not an impoſtor, but 
ally wrought the miracles he pretended too 

3. And laſtly. To get rid of the evidence of PrRopuecy;,  _ 
fr. P. reſolves it into wild gueſs and conjecture. The origine 
deaning of the words prophel and propheſping (he ſays) has been 
anged, and a prophet, in the ſenſe in which the word is now uſed, © 

a creature uf modern invention; and it is owing to this change 

nta- the meaning of the words, that the flights and metaphors of tie 
jure gwviſh poets, and phraſes and expreſſions now rendered obſcure by . 
Ir not being acquainted with the local circumſtances to which they © © 
Wplicd at the time they were uſed, have been erected into prophe- ' ' 5 
es. If by a prophet, we are to ſuppoſe a man to whom- => © 
e Almighty communicated ſome event that would take place in 
ture, either there were ſuch men, or there were not. If there 
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were, it 1 confiſtent to believe that the et W Gas: 
would be told in terms that could be underſtood, and not related 
in ſuch a looſe and obſcure manner as to. be out of the compre- 
No of thoſe who heard it, and ſo eduivocal as to fit almoſt any" 
eircumſtance that might happen afterwards®*.” 
I appeal to any perſon who is in the habit of vain the Bible, 
whether Mr. P.'s account of prophecy, or that which 1 ſhalt give, 
de the more juſt. - Prophets, in the ſcriptare ſenſe. of the word, 
were men to whom God communicated: whatever he intended to 
be delivered to others. Some of theſe communications were mo- 
ral admonitions, but others were diſtinct, unt uivocal annuneiations 
of future events, to take place, either very ſoon, or at diſtant pe- 
riods. Such are the prophecies of Moſes, now tia ſtate of fulfil- 
ment, concerning. the future hiſtory of the Iſtaelitiſn nation; thoſe 
ef Ifaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, — others, - concerning many par- 
- tieular definite events, which happened in ' their own time, as well 
4ãẽlẽẽ as: the future glorious tate of their nation, and the peaceful and 
E _ happy ſtate of the world in general, and thoſe of Daniel concern- 
1 | the fuceeſſion of the four great monatchies. Let any perſon 
of .common diſcernment peruſe thefe prophecies, and ſay, whether 
3 1 by gu s or 
| ©, Tora | 
lj | SES £4 Some parts of the book of Daniel, and alſo of the Revelation, 
| are written in ſuch a manner, that it is probable we ſhall not un- 
derſtand them completely, till we can compare them with the events 
to which are. to correſpond. But the reaſon of the obſcurity, of 
| thoſe particular prophecies, eoneerning events which are yet to come, 
is pretty obvious. For as theſe prophecies are now in the hands of 
thoſe who reſpect them, it might have been ſaid that they contribu- 
* to _ own nth oe edited. He of „55 
ä to about the events owever, t h ſome in- 
75 a e in the g xt train. of events be thus obſcure, both the 
1 i of the wh eee are moſt clearly ex- 
5 BAT. 
I haye now gone 1 what was: d; 3 and ſhall conclude 
with obſerving, from the-cloſe of the firſt part of the pamphlet be- 
- fore us, that all the comfort which the ſum total of Mr. P.'s diſco- 
veries in religion leaves to a good man, as to futurity, 1 Is, that the 
Power chat gave us exiſtence is A6 LE to continue it.. To ſuch 
"= = writers I would take up Job's parable; and ſay “ Miſcrable com- 
„ bofters arp 5 all, and 1 of no value. Re 


—— — — — —_— 
- - —— — - 
2 — * — — — — — — - — — — 
— 33 — — —— — 


— —EU—œ—— .“. OR 
* 
” 
* 
* * 


- 


— 


— — 
— — — — — 
— — ——— — Gonna ags ng 
* _ - — 
» 4 


w—— 
— — 


* REFLY 


ey * 27 | 3 ; 
ES . 8 * expectation MO the dif eee wad packed e 
Se _ of che ews, the 3 agreement of Iſa. liii with the narrative of Chtiſt's · ſuffer ings, 
* of the deſtruction of Jeruſalem (which is incontrovertibly proved to have 
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[ N the preface to yr 5 1 As of. Raton; pant 
the e ſtate, that a fever, which you and thoſe about 
you expected would prove mortal, made you remember, with re- 
newed keadtsfaction, at you had written the former part of your 
Age of Reaſon and you know therefore, youſxy, by ex exrieplonte) 
ie conſcientious trial of your own principles. F admit this delia - 
ation to be # proof of the fincerity of your perſuaſion, but 1 n- 
Wot admit it to be any proof of tlie duk of your principles. 
Is conſcience? Is it, as has been thought, an internal fonitor 1 im⸗ 
planted in us by the Supreme Being and dictating to us, on all oc- 
afions, what. is right or wrong! or is it merely our own- judg- 
ent of the moral rectitude or turpitude of our own actions * 
ake the word (with Mr. Locke) in the latter, as in the orily intelli- 
zible ſenſe. ow who ſees not that our judgments of virtue and 
Pice, right and wrong, are not always formed from an enfi htened 
Ind d ate uſe of our reaſon; in the inveſtigation of truth? 
ow hey are more generally formed from the nature of the religion 
e profeſs'; from the quality of the civil government under Wie 
we live; from the general manners of the age, or the particular 
anners of the perſons with whom we aſſociate; from the educa- 
tion we have had in our youth; from the books we have read at a 
Nore advanced period; and from other accidental eauſcb. Who 
es not that, on this account, conſcience may be conformable or 
Fpugnant to the law of nature ? may be certain, or doubtful ?- 
Ind that it can be no eriterion of moral 5 even when it is 
rtain, becauſe the certainty of an ee, is no proof of its be- 
ng a right opinion? A man may be certain! rſuaded of an error 
n reaſoning, or of 'an Ares in in matters 0 It is a maxir 
df every law, human and divine, that a man ks never to 
N to his mn 8 it will not on thence SY 
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chat be will, in obeying the dictates of his conſcience, on all ocoa- 


ions act right. An inquiſitor, who burns Jews and heretics ; a 


Robeſpierrè who maſſacres innocent and harmleſs women; a rob- 


ber, who thinks that all things o to be in common, and that a 


conſcientious trial of their 


ſtate of property is an unjuſt infringement of natural liberty :— 
theſe, and a thouſand perpetrators of different crimes, may all fol- 
low the dictates. of conſcience; and may, at the reat or ſuppoſed 


: approach of death, remember « yith renewed ſatisfactionꝰ the 


worſt of their tranſactions, and experience, without diſmay, a 
inciples. But this their conſcientious 


eompoſure can be no proof to others of the rectitude of their prin- 


<iples, and ought to be no pledge to themſelves of their innocence, 
m ( d a Cur 2 
I have thought fit to make this remark, with a view of ſug- Wl 


geſiing to you a conſideration of great importance—whether you 


\ 


Fo his own maſter he ſtandeth or 
in an error; but whether that error be to you a vincible or an in- 
vincible error, I preſume not to determine. The conſequence of Wl 
your unbelief muſt be left to the juſt and merciful judgment of 


have examined calmly, and according to the beſt of your ability, 


the arguments by which the truth of revealed religion may, in the 


judgment of learned and impartial men, be eſtabliſhed ?— You will 
allow, that thouſands. of learned and impartial men, in all ages, 


have embraced. revealed religion as true. Whether theſe men 
have all been in an error, enveloped in the darkneſs of ignorance, 


 ſhackled by the chains of ſuperſtition, whilſt you and a few others. 
have enjoyed light and liberty, is a queſtion I ſubmit to the deci- 
ſion of your readers. + VV 


o 


If you have made the beſt examination you can, and yet reject 


revealed religion as an impoſture, I pray that God may pardon what 


1 eſteem your error. And whether you have made this examina- 
tion or not, does not become me or any man to determine. That 


polpel, which you deſpiſe, has taught me this moderation; it has 


id to me“ Who art thou that judgeſt another man's ſervant ? 
Hllech. —1 think that you are 


im, who alone knoweth the mechaniſm and the liberty of our un- 


derſtandings; the origin of our opinions ; the ſtrength of our pre- 
judices; the exeelleneies and the defects of our reaſoning faculties. 


_ -.You diſclaim all learned appeals to other books, and undertake 


to prove, from the Bible itſelf, that it is unworthy of credit. I 
ho 
all your ſtrength, by not referring fur proof of your opinion to an- 
' cient authors; leſt they ſhould ſuſpect that all ancient authors are 


be to ſhew, from the Bible itſelf, the direct contrary. But in 
e any of your readers ſhould think that you have not put forth 


in your favour; I will venture to affirm that had you made a 


of God. 


r to all the ancient books in the world, ſacred or pro- 
fane, chriſtian, jewiſh, or pagan, inſtead of leſſening, they would 
have eſtabliſhed, the credit and authority of the Bible as the Word 


. 25 Quittiog 
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; : 2 - Quitting your preface, let us proceed to the work itſelf, "The 
5 1 e 1 for conſideration is Whether there is 
lat a Jufficient authority for 1 the Bible to be the Word of God, 

| :— r whether there is not“? - Vou determine this queſtion in the 
fol. oegative, upon what you are pleaſed: to call moral evidence. You 
oſed Moold it impoſſible that the Bible can be the Word of God, becauſe 
the t is therein ſaid, that the Iſraelites deſtroyed the Canaanitos hy the 

c preſs command of God: and to believe the Bible to be true, we 
ious nuſt, you affirm; unbelieve all our belief of the moral juſtice af 
rin. od; for wherein; you afk, could crying or ſmiling infants affend? 
nee, l am aſtoniſhed that you ſhould attempt to-diſparage the Bible, - 


bringing forward this.exploded and froquengly rote I". . 


ſug- f Morgan, Tindal, and Bolingbroke. - You profeſs yourſelf to be 
you deiſt, and to believe that there is a God, who created the uni- 
i erſe, and eſtabliſhed the laws of nature, by which it is ſuſtained _ 


lity, 5 | he la | | 
| wh In exiſtence. . You profeſs that from the contemplation of the works 


wilt Hof God, you derive a knowledge of his attributes; and you 9 — 


Woſe) with the attributes which you have diſcovered to belong to 
im; in particular, you think it repugnant to his moral juſtice, 
hat he ſhould -doom to deſtruction the crying or ſmiling infants of 
e Canaanites;— Why do you not maintain it to be repugnant to 
is moral juſtice, that he ſheuld ſuffer-crying or ſmiling infants to 
e ſwallowed up by an earthquake, drowned by an inundation, - 
onſumed by a fire, ſtarved by a famine, or deſtroyed; by a peſti- 


Phat ing or ſmiling infants are ſubjected to death in both. We be- 


Wicve that the earth, at the expreſs command of God, opened her 


= 1 | C uth, and ſwallowed up Korah, Dathan, and Abiram, with their 
. ant to God's moral juſtice, that you ſpurn, as ſpurious, the book 


N n which the circumſtance is related. When Catania, Lima, and _ 
© of Cichon, were ſeverally deſtroyed by earthquakes, men with their 
| 5 1ves, their ſons, and their little ones, were ſwallowed up alive: 


he. hy do you not ſpurn as ſpurious, the book of nature, in which 
tics, his fact is certainly written, and from the peruſal of which you 
take fer the moral juſtice of God? You will, probably, reply, that 
* 7 ihe evils which os Canaanites ſuffered from the expreſs command 
inf God, were different from thoſe which are brought an mankind 


1 In 1 £1 | | . .. . 
hr the operation of the laws of nature. Different! in what ?— 


orth * — . 5 A 4. 4 i < 
an. Pot int magnitude of the evil not in the ſubjects of ſufferance 
are oY 4 not in the author af it—for my philoſo V At leaſt, inſtructs me 
e a believe, that God not only primarily formed, but that he hae 


hrough all ages executed, the laws of nature; and that he will 


O- , : a ö . 2 # 2 . 
* hrough all eternity adminiſter them, far the general happineſs f 
ord 3 whether we can, on every occaſion, diſcern that end 


Wence ? The Word of God is. in perfect harmony with his work; 


— 
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exiſtence of the moral juſti ws God, 3 either by natural 
© or revealed religion; what I contend for is ſhortly this that you 
have no right, in fairneſs of reaſoning, to urge any apparent devi- 
ation from moral juſtice, as an argument againſt revealed religion, 
becauſe you do not urge an equally apparent deviation from it, as 
an argument againſt natural religion; you reject the former, and 


8 admit the latter, without conſidering as to your objection 
they muſt ſtand or fall together. hs 11 Fe It Pies: 
A s to the Canaanites, it is needleſs to enter into any proof of 
the depraved ſtate of their morals; they were a wicked people in 
the time of Abraham, and they, even then, were devoted to de- 
ſtruction by God; but their iniquity was not then full“. In the 
time of Moſes, they were idolaters, ſacrificers of their un crying 
or ſmiling infants; devourers of human fleſh ; addicted to unna- 
tural luſt; immerſed in the filthineſs of all manner of vice f. Now, 
I chink, it will be impoſſible to prove that it was a prooeeding con- 
trary to God's moral juſtice, to exterminate ſo wicked a people. 
He made the Iſraelites the executors of his vengeance; and, in 
doing this, he gave ſuch an evident and terrible proof of his abo- 
mination of vice, as could not fail to ſtrike the ſurrounding nations 
with aftoniſhment and terror, and to impreſs on the minds of the 
Iſraelites what they were to expect, if they followed the example 
of the nations whom he commanded them to cut off. e ſhall 
not commit any of theſe abominations that the land ſpue not you 
out alſo, as it ſpued out the nations that were before you.” Ho 
ſtrong and deſcriptive; this language! the vices of the inhabitants 
were ſo abominable, that the very land was ſick of them, and forced 
to vomit them forth, as the ſtomach diſgorges a deadly poiſon. 
_ - - +. Moſt unbelievers argue as if they thought that man, in remote 
and rude antiquity, in the. very birth and infancy of our ſpecies, 
had the ſame diſtinct conceptions of one, eternal, inviſible, -incor- 
real, infinitely wiſe, powerful, and good God, which they them- 
ſelves have now. This I look upon as a great miſtake, and a 
pregnant ſource of infidelity. Human kind, by long experience; 
by the inſtitutions of civil ſociety; by the cultivation of arts and 
. ſciences; by, as I believe divine inſtruction actually given to ſome, 
and traditionally communieated to all; is in a far more diſtinguiſhed 
ſituation, as to the powers of the mind, than it was in the child- 
hood of the world. The hiſtory of man is the hiſtory of the 
providenee of God; who willing the ſupreme felicity of all his 
creatures, has adapted his government to the capacity of thoſe, 
who in different ages were the ſubjects of it. The hiſtory of any 
one nation throughout all ages, and that of all nations in the ſame 
_ ' age, are but ſeparate parts of one great plan, which God is carry- 
ing on for the moral melioration of mankind, But who can com. 
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the prehend the whole of this immenſe deſign? The. ſhortneſs of life, 
ural he weakneſs of our faculties, the . inadequacy of our means of 
you information, conſpire to make it impoſſible for us completely to un- 

evi- erſtand any one of its parts. No man, who. well weighs the ſub- 
ion, Nec, ought to be ſurpriſed, that in the hiſtories of antient times 
» as rnany things ſhould occur foreign to our manners, the propriet7 
and and neceſſity of which we eannot elearly appren end. 
ion, Re Ita s incredible to many, that God Almighty ſhould have 
__ had colloquial intercourſe with our firſt parents; that he ſhould 

f of Wave contracted a kind of friendſhip for the patriarchs, and entered 

e in Mnto covenant with them; that he ſhould have ſuſpended the laws 
de- ff nature in Egypt: ſhould have been fo apparently partial as to 
the ¶Mecome the God and governor of one particular nation; and ſhould 
ying have fo far demeaned himſelf, as to give to that people a burden- 
ma- come ritual of worſhip, ſtatutes and ordinances, many of which 
ow, Neem to be beneath the dignity of his attention, unimportant and 
:0n- mmpolitir. I have converſed with many deiſts, and een e . 
ple. Found that the ſtrangeneſs of theſe things was the only reaſon for 
in heir diſbelief of them: nothing ſimilar has happened in their time; 
1bo- they will not, therefore, admit, that theſe events have really taken 
ions place at any time. As well might a child, when arrived at a ſtate 
the ef manhood, contend that he had never either ſtood in need of or 
nple experienced the foſtering care of a mother's kindneſs, the weari- 
hall ¶ Come attention of his nurſe, or the inſtruction and diſcipline of his 
you MWchoolmaſter.” The Supreme Being ſelected” one family from an 
low dolatrous world; nurſed it up, by various acts of his providence, 
ants into a great nation; communicated to that nation a knowledge f 
reed is holineſs, juſtice, mercy, power, and wiſdom; difleminated _ 
g them, at various times, through every part of the earth, that they 

note night be a © leaven to leaven the whole lump, that they might 
cies, Maſſure all other nations of the exiſtence of one ſupreme God, the 
cor- creator and preſerver of the world, the only proper object of ado- 

em- ation. With what reaſon can we expect, that what was done to 

1d a ene nation, not out of ang partialir to them, but for the general 
nce ; ¶ good, ſhould: be done to all? t e mode of inſtruction, which _ 
and as ſuited to the infaney of the world, ſhould be extended to the 
me, maturity of its manhood, or to the imbecility of its old age? I 
ſhed own to you, that when I conſider how nearly man, in a ſavage 
nild-ſtate, approaches to the brute creation, as to intellectual excel- 


the N lence; and when I contemplate his miſerable attainments, as to 
his he knowledge of God, in a civilized ſtate, when he has had no 


N 


aoſe, divine inſtruction on the ſubject, or when that inſtruction has been 
any forgotten, (for all men have known ſomething of God from tradi- 
ame rion,) T cannot but admire the wiſdom and goodneſs of the Su- 
rry-yreme Being, in having let himſelf down to our apprehenſions; 
om- n having given to mankind, in the earlieſt ages, ſenſible and ex- 


rraordinary proofs of his exiſtenee and attributes; in having made 
che jewiſn and chriſtian diſpenſations mediums to convey to all 1 
JJC. 


x — 
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hrough all ages, that knowledge concerning himſelf; which he had 

vouchſafed to give immediately to the firſt. 
Before you commence your grand attack upon the Bible, you 
_ - wiſh to eſtabliſh a difference between the evidenee neceſſary to 
- prove the authenticity of the Bible, and that of any other ancient 
| book. In. this part your ideas ſeem to me to be confuſed ; I do 
not ſay that you, deſignedly, jumble together mathematical ſcience 
and hiſtorical evidence ; © ad acquired by demonſtration, 
and the probability derived from teſtimony.—You know but of 
one ancient book, that authoritatively challenges univerſal. conſent 
and belief, and that is Euclid's Elements “. If I were diſpoſed to 
make frivolous objections, I ſhould ſay that even Euclid's Ele- 
ments had not met with univerſal eonſent; that there had been 
men, both in ancient and modern times, who had queſtioned the 
Intuitive evidence of ſome of his axioms, and denied the juſtneſs 
of ſome of his demonſtrations : but, admitting the truth, 1 do. not 
ſee the pertineney of your obſervation. _ :You are attempting to ſub- 
vert the authenticity of the Bible, and you tell us that Euclid's 
Elements are certainly true. What then ?—Does it follow that 
the Bible is certainly falſe? The moſt illiterate. ſcrivener in the 
5 kingdom does not want to be informed, that the examples in his 
Wingate's Arithmetic, are proved by a different kind of reaſoning 
from that by which he perſuades himſelf to believe, that there was 

ſuch a perfon as Henry VIII. or that there is fuch a city as Paris. 
It may be of uſe, to remove this confuſion in your argument, 
20 ſtate, diſtinctly, the difference between the genvinencle, and the 
authenticity, of a book. A genuine book, is that*which was 
_ written by the perſon whoſe name it bears, as the author of it. An 
authentic book, is that which relates matters of fact, as they really 
Happened, A book may be genuine, without being authentic; and 
a book may be authentic, without being genuine. The books 
written by Richardſon and Fielding are genyine books, though the 
' Hiſtories- of Clariſſa and Tom Jones are fables. Anſon's Voyage 
may be conſidered as an authentic book, it, probably, containing 2 
true narration of the principal events recorded in it; but it is not 
a genuine book, having not been written by Walters, to whom it 

a/ no ing is og 

This diſtinctio » between the genuineneſs and authenticity of a 
book, will affiſt us in detecting the fallacy. of an argument, which 
you ſtate with great confidence in the part of your work now un- 
der conſideration, and which you frequently allude to, in other 
parts, as concluſive evidenee againſt the truth of the Bible. Your 
argument ſtands thus—if it be found that the books aſeribed to 
Moſes, Joſhua, and Samuel, were not written by Moſes, Joſhua, 
| and Samuel, every part of the authority and authenticity of theſe 
1 books is gone at once f. I preſume to think otherwiſe, The genu- 
9 Ineneſs of theſe books (in the judgment of thoſe who ſay that they 
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eere written by theſe authors) will certainly be gone; but their 
Wuthenticity may remain; they may ſtill eontain a true account of 
Neal tranſactions, though the names of the writers of they ſhould 
e found to be different from what they are generally eſteemed to be. 
== Had, indeed, Moſes ſaid that he wrote the'five firſt books of the 
Bible; and had Joſhua and Samuel faid that they wrote the books 
Which are reſpectively attributed to them; and had it been found, 
What Moſes, Joſhua, and Samuel, did not write theſe books; then, 
giant, the authority of the whole would have been gone at once; 
ieſe men would have been found: liars, as to the genuineneſs of 
ee books, and this proof of their want of veracity, in one point, 
could have invalidated their teſtimony in every other; theſe 9 5 SRE 
Would have been juſtly ſtigmatized, as neither genuine nor au. 
Whentic. 7 8 
An hiſtory may be true, though it ſhould. not only be aſeribed 
a wrong author, but though the author of it ſhould not be 
known ; anonymous teſtimony does not deſtroy the reality of facts, 
Whether natural or miraculous. n. 
= As to your aſſertion, that the miracles recorded in Tacitus, an 
gn other profane hiſtorians, are quite as well authenticated as thoſe 
df the Bible *, —it, being a mere aſſertion deſtitute of proof, may - _ 
Ne properly anſwered by a contrary aſſertion. I take the liberty” 
hen to ſay, that the evidence for the miracles recorded in the Bible 
both in kind and degree, ſo greatly ſuperior to that for the pro- 
igies mentioned by Livy, or the miracles related by Tacitus, as 
=o juſtify us in giving credit to the one as the work of God, and in 
Ex ith-holding it from the other as the effect of ſuperſtition and im- 
oſture. This method of derogating from the credibility of chriſ-- 
anity, by oppoſing to the miracles of our Saviour, the tricks af 
Wncient impoſtors, ſeems to have originated with Hierocles in the 
Wourth century; and it has been adopted by unbelievers from that 
mme to this; with this difference, indeed, that the heathens of the 
ird and fourth century admitted that Feſus wrought miracles ; 
ut leſt that admiſſion ſhould compel them to abandon their gods 
Ind become chriſtians, they ſaid, that their Apollonius, their Apulcius, 
eir Ariſteas, did as great: whilſt modern deiſts deny the fact of 
eſus having ever wrought a miracle. And they have fome reaſon 
r this proceeding ; they are ſenfible that the gofpel miracles are 
different, in all their circumſtances, from thoſe related in pagan 
ory, that, if they admit them to have been performed, they muſt 
mit chriſtianity to be true; hence they have fabricated a kind of 
Piitical axiom—that no human' teſtimony can eſtabliſh; the credi- 
ility of a miracle. —This, though it has been an hundred times 
futed, is ſtill inſiſted upon, as if its truth had neyer been queſ- 
oned, and could not be diſpro ve. 
= You © proceed to examine the authenticity-of the Bible; and 
ou begin, you ſay, with what are called the five books of Moſes, 
3 e Vf. ene, 
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 Genefis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy. - Your 
intention, you profeſs, is to ſhew that theſe books are ſpurious, and 


that Moſes is not the author of them; and ſtill farther, that they 


were not written in the time of Moſes, nor till feveral hundred 


years afterwards; that they are no other than an attempted hiſtory 
of the life of Moſes, and of the times in which he is {aid to have 
lived, and alſo of the times prior thereto, written by ſome very ig- 


norant and ſtupid pretender to authorſhip, ſeveral hundred years 
after the death of Moſes v. In this paſſage; the utmoſt force of 


ur attack on the authority of the five books of Moſes is elearly 
ated, You are not the firſt who has ſtarted this difficulty ; it ts 
a difficulty, indeed of modern date; having not beeen heard of, 
either in the ſynagogue, or out of it, till the twelfth century. 
About that time Aben Ezra, a jew of great erudition, noticed ſome 
paſſages the fame that you have brought forward) in the five firſt 
oks of the Bible, which he thought had not been written by 


Moſes, but inſerted by ſome perſon after the death of Moſes, But 
he was far from maintaining, as you do, that theſe books were 
written by. ſome ignorant and ſtupid. ee to authorſhip, 

many hundred years after the death of | 

that the books of Moſes are ſo called, not from theit having | 
been written by Moſes, but from their containing an account of 

Moſes. Spinoza ſupported the ſame opinion; and Le Clerc, a 
very able theological critic of the laſt and preſent century, once 


loſes. Heobbes contends 


entertained” the ſame notion. You ſee that this fancy has had 
ſome patrons before you; the merit or the demerit, the fagacity 
or the temerity of having aſſerted, that Moſes is not the author of 


the Pentateuch, is not excluſively yours. Le Clerc, indeed, you | 


muſt not boaſt of. When his judgment was matured by age, he 


was atharhed of what he had written on the ſubject in his younger | 
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years, he made a public recantation. of his error, by annexing | * 


to his commentary on Genefis, a Latin differtation—eoneerning 
Moſes, the author of the Pentateuch, and his deſign in compoſing 


it. If in your future life "Jag ſhould chance to change your opi- ; 


nion on the ſubject, it will be an honour to your character to emu- 
late the integrity, and to imitate. the example of Le Gere. The 


Bible is not the only book which has undergone the fate of being 
reprobated as ſpurious, after it had been received as genuine and 


authentic for many ages. It has been maintained that the hiſtory 
of Herodotus was written in the time of Gonflantine ; and that the 


- Claſſics are forgeries of the thirteenth or fourteenth century. Theſe Wl 
extravagant reveries amuſed the world at the time of their publi- 
cation, and have long ſinee ſunk into oblivion. -—- 


Before you produce your main objections to the genuineneſs of 
the books of Moſes, you aſſert “ that there is no affirmative evi- 


denee that Moſes is-the author of them f. What! no affirmative 
evidence! In the eleventh century, Maimanides drew up a con- 
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von of faith for the jews, which all of them at this day admit: 

Wconfiſts of only thirteen articles ; and two of them have reſpe& 1 he 

= Moſes; one affirming the authenticity, the other the genume- 

of his books. The doctrine and prophecy of Moſes is trus 

ne law that we have was given by Moſes.—This is the faith 
me jews at preſent, and has been their faith ever ſince the de- 

action of their city and temple; it was their faith in the time _ 

When the authors of the New Teſtament wrote; it was their faitn 

ing their captivity in Babylon; in the time of their kings and 

aees; and no period can be ſhewn, frotn the age of Moſes. to 

preſent hour, in which it was not their faith. Ts this no af- 

native evidence? I cannot deſire a ſtronger. Jaſephut, in his 

cok againſt Appion, writes thus We have only two and A vB 


oks which are to be believed as of divine authority, and which 
mprehend the hiſtory of all ages; five belong to Moſes, | which 
fain the original of man, and the tradition of the ſucceſſion of 
eerations, down to his death; Which takes in'a compaſs of about 
ee thouſand years. Do you conſider this as no affirmative evi- 
Wnce? Why ſhould I mention Juvenal ſpeaking of the volume 

ich Moſes had written? Why enumerate a long liſt of profane 
WWthors, all bearing teſtimony to the fact of Moſes. being the leader 

d the lawgiver of the jewiſh nation? and if a law-giver, ſurely, 
writer of the laws. Hut what ſays the Bible? In Exodus it 
“ Moſes wrote all the words of the Lord, and took the book - 
che coveiiant, and read in the audience of tlie people“. [ln 
uteronomy it ſays “ And it came to paſs, when Moſes hnñad 
ade an end of: writing the words of this law in a book, until 
ty were finiſhed,” (this furely imports the finiſhing a laborious. 
rk.) that Moſes commanded the Levites which bare the ark of 

= covenant of the Lord, faying, Take this book of the law, and 
eit in the ſide of the ark of the covenant of the Lord your Gd, . 
eit may be there for a witneſs againſt theet.” This is faid in 
opi-  ronomy, which is a kind of parry or abridgnient of the 
u- preceding books; and ite is well known that the jews gave the 
The ne bf the Law to the firſt five books of the Old Teſtament. 5 


i, 
by | > Ty 3 


ins bat Poflible doubt can there be that Mofes wrote the books in 
Weſtion'? I could accumulate many other paſſages from the ſerip- 

es to this purpoſe; but if what I have advanced will not con. 

ee you that there is affirmative evidence, and of the ſtrongeſt 

for Moſes's being the author of theſe books, nothing that ? 

== advarce will-convince or. Ted : 

WE The firſt argument you produce againſt Moſes being the author 

cheſe books is fo old, that I do not know its original author's  -' 

a is ſo miſcrable an one, that I wonder you ſhould adopt Wo OG El 

eſe books cannot be written by Moſes, becauſe they are written 

i che third perſon —it is always, The Lord ſaid unto. Moſes, rr 

ces faid unto the Lord f. This,“ you fay, © is the ſtyle ang 
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Commentaries. COMET. 
_ + © But: Moſes, Ju, capnot. be the author. of che book ol 
Ws cauſe. 185 455 himſelf—* that; Moſes was a very 
meck man men that were on the. face of the earth. 


agen orjans uſe, in; ea og of, che pe ns whole. lives 
they are Writing | is obſervation is true, but it 

hes e 9 150 9 1 5 far enough Toe: tas LI yi and manner not 
of- oth but of eminent. men, 1 

* therpſclyos. If General (i 
ory of ie American war, and 
of hin vel in. wank third | er. 


2 1uld write the 
35 from his great mode 


iſtor was not 1921 22 writs Ly Len in _ third. perſor 


8 Rhine, 
hool-boy. knows, im hs circumſtance. cannot. be adduced As 2 
Czlar's. being the. author of his oun 


Bd He ny this 85 ae hi 5 Wee I you-fay,; ©.a;.yain and arrogant 


our phr ad unworthy, of. credit and if 
it, the * an aut authority“. This your 
harmleſs 2. it has. not an horn to hurt the 
loſes. uri this- little verſe, -if it 


r n San 0 of ty en, who knew his 
Gerader and. revered fm 1NOLY, will 45 follow that he did no: 
a4) tx 4 he 4 14: rt | the book of d 2, „Or if he did not 22 
ug 3 book of Þ umbers, will, it, fallow that he did 
other.baol $98 ich; he is, uſually. reputcd BG 

"And if he.did, writ is of, himſelß, he was juſtitied 
on which, extorted Fog bug thi this e een, Had 
been e in a MT; manner, it 
oF 5 ii whey would uld be 
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nk le needleſs to notice" your ebſervidioi qu e 
Wil the dramatic le of — otny 7: it is un ill-founded hy= 
eis. Vou might as well afk, where che author o Cf? 
ommentaries got the ſpeeches of Czſar, as where this aithot of - „„ 
Deuteronomy got the ſpeeches of Moſes. But yout atgumemt - 
ac Moſes was not the author of Deuteronomy, ” Vets e the rea 

n giver in that book for the obſervation of the fabbath is diffe- Fo 


Er- 
. re from that given IT Exodus , merits a rep 338 5 
the = You need not be told that the very name ws ok bf . 
ron Greek; à fepetitien of a law; and that the Hebrew: dddors hawe 
© to ned it by a word of the fame 93 In the fifth verſe of the 
Very e chapter it is faid in our Bibles,” * began to declare this * oe 


Wiz But the Hebrew words, mere Property 2 import En 
Wat Moſes <* began, or determined, to n the law.“ This 

W 10 ſhift of mine to get over a diffteulty; the words are fo ren- 
Wered in moſt. of the ancient verfions; and by Fagius, Vetablus, __ 

WE Clerc, men eminently ſkilled in the Hebrew language. Th . 

b petition” and plante {of the law, Was a wile and denevolent : 
Wrocccding in Moſes ;- that thoſe who were either not börn, of were | 
here infants,” when 4r was firſt Rey. rs before) delivered 3 * 


dreb; might have an oppartunity” of knowing it; eſpecially as 
| the Hoſes their leader was gos de de taken from them), 3 . be: 
if it t to be ſettled im che midſt of nations given to idolatry and | 
x His nk in vice; - Now Where is the wonder, that ſome variations, 


one additions, ſhould" de made tw a law, when a Tegiflator = 
not * hinks fit to republiſh-it many years after its firft promilgation? * $ 


did As to there being two reaſonis given for the fabbath's being kept . | 
utcel Go); „Done, mat on that day God Teſted from the work of erS ation 
tified other,” that on that day God had given them reſt from _ 
Had bwvitgde of Egypt—F ſee 0 coHtradiction in the accoumts. If 1 

25 an; im writing the Hiſtory of England; ſhould inform his readers, 

d be | 


at the partiargent had ofdered the BW of November th be kept 
Ioly, beeauſe* on that dey God had delivered the nation from's 

$100dy-interided maſſacre” by gunp der; and if, in-another part 
his hiſtory, he ſheuld affign' the deliverarice of the nation from 


upon epery abd atbitrary' power, by the arrival of king William, as a 
akon for its being kept * : would” any one contend, that ge 
nera as not juſtified in both theſe ways of expreſſion, or that we ought - 
8, 0 om thence to'conclude; that he was not the author of them both * . 

| an You think i that law in Deuterotiomy inhuman and brutal, 

had nien authorizes parents, the father and the mother, to bring their 


Nn children to have mem ſtoried th deatli, for what it is Bcdſed . 
call ſtubbornneſs t. Vo arè aware, 1 ſuppoſe, 'that paternal =. 
ver, am the Romans; the Gauli, the Per] tans, and other na. 
gas, was of the meſt arbitrary kind; that it extended to the 

ot ex king away the life of the child. I do not know whether the If- 
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not a cuſtom adopted by all nations, but it was many; and in 
the infancy of ſociety, before individual families had coaleſced in- 


to communities, it was probably very general. Now Moſes, by 


_ this law, which you eſteem brutal and inhuman, hindered-ſuch an 
extravagant power from being either introduced or exereiſed 


- amongſt the Iſraelites. This law is ſo far from countenancing 
the arbitrary power of a father over the life of his child, that it 


takes from him the power of accuſing the child before a magiſtrate 
—the father and the mother of the child muſt agree in bringing 


the child to judgment and it is not by their united will that the 
child was to be condemned to death; the elders of the city were 


to judge whether the accufation was true; and the accuſation was 


to be not 8 as you infinuate, that the child was ſtubborn, but 
that he was * ſtubborn and rebellious, a glutton and a drunkard.” 
Conſidered in this light, you muſt allow the law to have been an 


humane reſtriction pf a power improper to be lodged with any 


* 


Faving done with what you call the grammatical evidence that 
Moles was not the author of the books attributed to him, you come 
1 8 your hiſtorical and chronological evidence; and. you begin with 


eneſis. Your firſt argument is taken from the ſingle word 


Dan — being found in Genefis, when it appears from the book of 


Judges, that the town of Laiſh was not called Dan, till abaye three 
hundred and thirty years after the death of Moſes ; therefore the 


writer of Geneſis, you conelude, muſt have lived after the town 
of Laiſh had the name of Dan given to it*. Leſt this on 
ſhoyld not be obvious enough to a common capacity, you illuſtrate 
it in the following manner: Havre- de- Grace was called Havre- 


Marat in 1793; ſhould then any dateleſs writing be found, in after 
times, with the name of Havre- Marat, it would be certain evi- 


dence that ſuch a writing could not have been written till after the 


year 1792. This is a wrong concluſion. | Suppoſe ſome republi- 
can ſhould at this day publiſh a new edition of any old hiſtory 
of France, and inftead of Hayre-de-Grace ſhould write Havre- 


Marat ; and that, two or, three thouſand: years hence, a man, like 
yourſelf, ſhould, on that account, reje& the whole hiſtory 5 
_ Tjous, would he be juſtified in ſo doing? Would it not be r 


on- 
able to tell him that the name Havre-Marat had been inſerted, 
not by the original author of the hiſtory, but by a ſubſequent edi- 
tor of it; and to refer him, for a proof, of the genuineneſs of the 
book, to the teſtimony of the whole French nation? This ſup- 


poſition ſo obviouſly applies to your difficulty, that I cannot but 
recommend it to your impartial attention. But if this ſolution 
does not pleaſe you, I deſire it may be proved, that the Dan, 


mentioned in Geneſis, was the ſame town as the Dan, mentioned 


in Judges. I deſire, further, to have it proved, that the Dan, men- 


tioned in Geneſis, was the name of a town, and not of a . 
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It. is merely ſaid—Abram purſued them, the enemies of Lot, to 
| Dan. Now a river was full as likely as a town to ſtop a purſuit. 


Lat, we know, was ſettled. in the plain of Fordan; and Jordan, 
we know, was compoſed of the united ſtreams of two rivers, called 


For and Dan. 


--. Your next difficulty reſpects its being ſaid in Geneſis—**-Theſe 


are the kings that reigned: in Edom- before there reigned any king 


over the children of Iſrael:— this 22 could only have heen 
written, you ſay (and I think you 


y rightly), after the firſt king - 


began to reign over Iſrael; fo far from being written by Moſes; It 


could not have been written till the time of Saul at the leaſt“. I 


admit this inferenee, but I deny its application. A ſmall addition 


to a book does not deſtroy either the genuineneſs or the authentiei- 

ty of the whole book. Lam not ignorant of the manner in whien 
commentators; have anſwered this objection of Spinoza, without 
making the conceſſion which: I have made; but I have no ſeruple 


containing the genealogy of ſome kings of Edom, might have been 
inſerted in the book of Geneſis, after the book of Chronicles 

(which was called in Greek by a name importing that it contained 

things left out in other books) was written. The learned have 
ſhewn, that interpolations have happened to other books; but theſe 
inſertions. by other hands have never been conſidered as invalidating 
the authority. of the books. SURRY > [") 
Take away from Geneſis,” you ſay, the belief that Moſes -_ 

was the author, on which only the ſtrange belief that it is the 
Word of God has ſtood, and there remains nothing of Geneſis 
but an anonymous book of ſtories, fables, traditionary or invented 
abſurdities, or of. downright lies f. — What! is it a ftory then, | 


that the world had a beginning, and that the author of it wass e 
God? Is it a ſtory, that our firſt parents fell from a paradiſiacal!l | 


ſtate—that this earth was deſtroyed by a deluge—that Noah and 
his family were preſerved in the ark, and that the world has been 
repeopled by his.deſcendants?—Look into a book ſo common that 
almoſt every body has it, and fo excellent that no perſon ought to 
be without it—Grotius on the truth of the chriſtian religion—and | 
you will there meet with abundant / teſtimony to the truth of all the 
principal facts recorded in Geneſis. The teſtimony is not that of 
zews, chriſtians, and prieſts; it is the teſtimony of the philoſophers, | 
hiſtorians, and poets of antiquity. The. oldeſt book in the world | 
is Geneſis; and it is remarkable that thoſe books which come 
| neareſt to it in age, are thoſe which make, either the moſt diſtin& - 
mention, or the moſt evident allufion to the facts related in 
Geneſis; concerning the formation of the world from a chaotie 
mais, the primeval innocence and ſubſequent fall of man, the lon- 
gevity of mankind. in the firſt ages of the world, the depravity of 
the antediluvians, and the deſtruction of the world. —Read the 
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e individuals and nations with the rod of his wrath; — 
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ching but an unintereſting narration of the deſeendants of Shen, 
oe and ates a mere fable, an invented abſurdity; a down- 
_ right-lie. JE 
venerable records o antiquity. 1 what all profane hif- 
torians were ignorant of—the origi 
as Other books da, that one nation 2 ſprung out of the earth they 
inhabited; atrother from a cricket or 3 another from 
an oak; another from a+ muſhroom; another from a dragon's 
tooth; then, indeed, it weuld have merited the lation you, 
with fo much temerity, beſtow upon it. Inſtead of theſe abſurdi- 
ties, it gives ſuch an account: of the-povplig the earth after the 
deluge, as no other book in the world ever did give; and the truth 
of which all other books in the world; which contain any —_— 
anden confirm. The laſt verſe of the chapter . F 

are the families of the fons of Noah, after their ions, in 
2 nations: and by: theſe: were the nations divided in the chetly, 
after the flood.” It would require great learning to trace out, 
_ eiſely, either che actual ſituation of all the countries in which of 
_ founders of empires ſettled, or to aſcertain the extent of their do- 
minions. This, however, has been done by various authors, to 
the fatisfaction of all t judges; ſo much at leaſt to my 
flatis faction, that had E na other 
Geneſis, I ſhould conſider this as ſufficient. But, without the aid 
of learning, any man whe can barely read his Bible, and has but 
heard of ſuh people as the {fjjrrans; the Elamites, the Lydium, the 
Meder, the ſemame, the Thracians, will readily acknowledge that 

they had fur, and Elum, and Lud; and Madai, and Favan,- and 

2 grandfons of Nuaß, for their reſpective founders; and know- 
ing this, he will not, I hope, x 
fables. I am ne enemy to philoſophy; but when philoſophy would 
rob me of my Bible, I muſt ſay of it, as Oioero ſaid of the'twelve 
tables, This little bock alene excnttly the libraries of all the phi- 
- loſophers- nt ooh» ob ils authority, and in the extent its 


urin l 
. the abuſe- of thie Bible, you: proceed: to-that-of: Moſes; 
and again: bring; forward the-ſubjo&t of his wars in the land of 
Canaan®, There are many men who look upon all war (would 
to God that all! men ſaw it in the ſame light ) with extreme ab- 
| Horrenee, as afflicting mankind with ealamities not neceflary, 
' ſhocking to humanity, and repugnant to reaſon. But is it repug- 
nant to reaſon that God ſhould; .. bay 1 
dence, deſtroy a wieked nation? dds confidering the 
as the leading 3 of d his conduct towards 
mankind,” of eonſidering his juſtlet as ſubſervient to his mercy. He 


e that 3 e 
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nations. Had it told us, 


of che authenticity of 
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15 go - inaſmuch as it _ not be poſſible for Omnipotence- it- | fr 
1- ME {:1f to communicate ſupreme ineſs to the human race, : "| 
pt they continue: ſervants of fin; - The deftruction of the nn. > Rs 


chills to all nations, in all ages, a ſignal proof of God's = 
ſure againſt ſin; it has been to others, and it is tu aurtelves; 4 
benevolent warning. Moſes: would have been the wreteh you re. 
preſent him, had he acted by his own authority alone: but y 
may as reaſonably attribute cruelty and murder ta the judge df the 


ey 5 - 4 * 2 
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land in condemning eriminals to death, — anus 1 
to Moſes in executing the commantt of God. c Es 
The Midianites, th the counſel of Balaam, and by be 5 
vicious inſtrumentality of their women, had ſeduced a part of the I: a 
Iſraelites to idolatry; to, the impure worſhip of their infamous + . 


EPA 
AY 


god: Baal-peor :—for this offence, twenty-four. thouſand Eſraclites | EN. 
| had periſhed in a' plague from heaven, and Moſes received} a 
command from God to ſmite the ped who had beguiled 4 £ py 155 

the people.. An army was equipped, and ſent againſt Midian. . =, 
When the army returned e Moſes and the princes of tha 
congregation went out to meet it; “ and Moſes was wroth with <= 
die officers.” He obſerved: the women captives, and he aſked with FE ICS 
aſtoniſhment, < Have ye ſaved all the women alive? 2 . 
theſe cauſed the children of Iſrael, through the counſel af — 
to commit treſpaſs againſt tlie Lord in the matter of Peu ank | 
thers was à plague among W . He then gave an 2 = — 
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Ut 

he order that the boys and the women ould: be-put:to death, hut that 

at the young maidens ſnould be kept alive. for thamſelves. I ſee na- 
nd ching in this-proceeding, but good policy, combined with: N 
W. The young men might have become dangerous. avengers of, Wh 

of they would, eſteem, their country's wrongs; the: motheps imighb 

1d have again allured the Iſraelites to the love ob. licentious: 4 


and the practioe 3 and brought another plague upon 4 55 
congregation; but y maidens, not being - polluted: by t 5 
flagitious habits of min pens. Jenny nor likely to create diſturbancs 
by rebellion,” were kapt alive. Von give a different turn ta the 


8 
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1 


es, matter; you-ſay-—* that thirty. two thouſand: women children Were 

0 | conſigned to debauchery by the order of Mypſes. For this affer- 5 | 

Id tion there is no foundation either in fact or probability : it is — 

p- an addition of your own, and indicates that you thought it nec 

y, ſary to. exaggerate, in order to produce. the effect upon your readers 

- which you deſired. Fhe women, children were nat reſerved for the TE 
/i- RE purpoſes of debauchery, but of ſlavery a cuſtom abhorrent from Fo n 
he our manners, but every where practiſed in former times, and ſtiii 
do practiſed in countries where the benignity of the- chriſtian religion 

Je bas not ſoftened the ferocity of human nature. Nou here admit 

tl a part of the account given in the Bible, reſpecting the enpecitian 
ce he EG to d be a true account : it is not ee . 
of 5 1 ſire 8125 3 
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ſiree that you will admit the whole, or ſhew ſufficient reaſon why 
to which you have paid no attention. The Ifraclitiſh army con- 

___ | fiſted but of twelve thouſand men, a mere handful when r 
dc the people of Midian; yet when the officers made a muſter of 


l 1755 HE, their troops after their return from the war, they found that they 
| ih had not loft a fingle man“! This circumſtance ſtruck them as 2 
dͥeteiſive an evidence of God's inter poſition, that out of the ſpoils 


A they had taken they offered . an oblation to the Lord, an atone- 
ment for their ſouls.” Do but believe what the captains of thou - 
„ ſands, and the captains of hundreds, believed at the time when 
| | ſ tth/eſe things happened, and we ſhall never more hear of your ob- 
7 jections to the Bible, from its aceount'of the wars of Moſes. - 
| „ uee two or three other objections reſpecting the genu- 
g - inenelſs of the five firſt books of the Bible, —I eannot ſtop to notice 


them: every commentator anſwers them in a manner ſuited to the 
1 apprehenſion of even a mere Engliſh reader. You calculate, to the 


Wile thouſandth part of an inch, the length of the iron bed of 'Og the 
5 king of Baſan; but you do not prove that the bed was too big for 
the body, or that a Patagonian would have been loſt in it. You 
make no allowance for the ſize of a royal bed; nor ever ſuſpect that 
king Og might have been poſſeſſed with the ſame kind of wendy, 
which occupied the mind of king Alexander, when lie ordered his 
ſoldiers to enlarge the fize of their beds, that they might give to the 
Indians, in ſucceeding ages, a great idea of the prodigious ſtature of 
2 Macedonian. In many parts of your work you ſpeak much in 
eommendation of ſcience. T join with you in every commendation 

you can give it: but you ſpeak of it in ſuch a manner as gives 
room to believe, that you are . orc pres in it; if this be the 
caſe, I would recommend a problem to your attention, 'viz.—To 
determine the height to which a human Lady, preſerving its ſimi- 

larity of figure, may be augmented, before it will periſh by its own 

: weight. W hen you have ſolved this problem, we ſhall know whe- 
ther the bed of the king of Baſan was too big for a giant; whether 

the exiſtence of a man twelve or fifteen feet high is in the nature 

of things impoſſible. - My philoſophy teaches me to doubt of many 
things ; but it does not teach me to reje every teſtimony which is 
oppuſite to my experience: had I been born in Shetland, I could, 

on proper teſtimony, have believed in the exiſtence of the Lincoln- 

ſhire ox, or of the largeſt dray-horſe in London; though the oxen 

. *___ and horſes in Shetland had not been bigger than maſtifff. 


—— 
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Having finiſhed your objections to the genuineneſs of the books 
of Moſes, you proceed to your remarks on the book of Joſhua ; 


and from its internal evidence you endeavour to prove, that this 
F i : book was not written by Joſhua. —W hat then? what is your con- 


_ clufion :“ that it is anonymous and without authority t. Stop 
; o a * ., F . 6 
a little; your coneluſion is not connected with your premiſes j you 
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end Euclid would have been aſhamed of it.“ Anonymous, and 

Wherefore without authority!“ I have noticed this ſoleciſm before; 

Nut as you frequently bring it forward, and, indeed, your book ſtands 

uch in need of it, I will ſubmit to your conſideration another”. 
dbſervation on the ſubjet.—Domefday book is anonymous, and 
as written above ſeven hundred years ago; yet our courts of law' © 

o not hold it to be without authority, as to tre matters of fact re- 
ted in it. Ves, you will ſay, but this book has been preſerved 

yith ſingular care amongſt the records of the nation. And who! 
ld you that the jews had no records, or that they did not 8 
em with ſingular care ? Joſephus ſays the contrary : and, in the 
ible itſelf; an appeal is made to many books, which ge ee DEE. 
Wd ; ſuch as the book of -Jaſher, the book of Nathan, of Abijah,' 

f Iddo;- of Jehu, of natural hiſtory by Solomon, of the acts of 
lanaſſeh, and others which might be mentioned. The books of 
ee Old Teſtament were compoſed from the records of the jewiſh 
ation, and they have been received as hain that nation, from 
e time in which they were written to the prefent day, 

If I am right in this reaſoning; (and I proteſt to you that I do 
ot ſee any error. in its) all the arguments you adduce in proof that 
ie book of Joſhua was not written by Joihus, nor that of Samer 

y Samuel, are nothing to the purpoſe for which you have brougtit 
em forward: theſe books may be books of 1 ough all 
tou advance againſt the genuineneſs of them ſhould be granted. 


The 1 and 11 difficulties 4 which others before 5 
. ou have produced; have been anſwered, and as to the greateſt part 


well anſwered, that 1 will not waſte the readers dme 


- 


f them, ſo 
y entering into a particular examination of them. 


N ” 


You make-yourſelf merry with what you call the tale of the ſun 


tanding ſtill upon mount Gibeon, and the moon in the valley of 
\jalon ; and you fay that © the ſtory detects itſelf, becauſe there is 
ot a nation in the world that knows any thing about it“. Haw 
an you expe that there ſhould, when there is not a nation in 
he world whoſe annals. reach this æra by many hundred yearsf# - 
ou would have been contented. to admit the account of this miracle 
s 2 fine Piece of poetical imagery ; you may have ſeen ſome jewiſh 
Poctors, and ſome chriſtian commentators, who conſider it as ſue)ß; 
f 8 
1217 FRI ey ppg 
WW It happens, however, that Mr, P is probably miſtaken as to'the fact: a confuled: _ 
dition concerning this miracle, and a frmilat one in the time of Ahaz, when the ſun 
et back ten degrees, has been preſerved: amongſt one of the moſt ancient nations; as 
ire informed by one of the moſt ancient hiſtorians. - Herodotus, in his Euterpey , 
king of the Egyptian prieſts; ſays=—* told me that the ſuſ had four times de- 
ated from his-courſe, having twice riſen where he uniformly goes down, and twice 
eee down where he uniformly riſes. . This however had produced no alteration in the 
mate of Egypt; the fruits of the earth and the phenomena of the Nile had always 
en the fame,” (Beloe's Tranſl.) The laſt part of this obſervation confirms the con- 
Qture,, that this account of the Egyptian prieſts had à reference to the two miracles. 
ſpecting the ſun mentioned in ſcripture; for they were not of that kind, which could 
ſtroduce any change in climates or fealons © . 
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. Pious, to undertake to explain how. the miracle was performed; but 
dne ho is not able to explain the mode of doing a thing, argues 


by the power of gravity; but we admit, notwithſtanding, that the 
ſun, Was formed, that the planets were then projected, and that 
they are ſtil] retained in their orbits. The machine of the uni- 


or of the whole of it, with leſs trouble and leſs danger of injuring 


pealed, in proof of his veracity, to a book which: did not exiſt, or 
ed in its, we: may ſafely therefore conclude, that, at the time the 


; Jaſher, and that the miracle of the ſun's ſtanding till was recorded 
in that book. But this obſervation, you will ſay, does not prove 


dhe authority of the; bock of. Jaſher.. An appeal to a. fabulous 


lation unto: his day. : Joſhua lived twenty-four years after the il 


lite, what abſurdity is: there an.laging, Ai is ſtill in ruins, or Ai is 
in xuins to this very day? Mo 


dhe preſence. of the elders and prineipal men of Iſrael, he recapi- 
tulated, in a ſhort ſpeech, all that God had done for their nation, 


in the land which God had promiſed to their forefathers.” In finiſh- 


. will ſerve, whether the gods which your fathers ſerved,” that were 
on the atthier ſide of the flood, or the gods of the Amorites, in whoſe 
i h ” * Wes 0 5 05 as - ; : 4; e io 77 4 | ll 1 . g et . land 
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but improperly, in my opinion. I think it idle, at leaſt; if not im- 
ill if he thence infers that the thing was not done. We are per- 


fectly ignorant how the ſun was formed, how the planets were 
projected at the ereation, how they are ſtill retained in their orbits 


verſe is in the hand of God; he can ſtop the motion of any part, 


it, chan you can ſtop your watch. In teſtimony of the reality of 
2e miracle, the author of the book ſays “ Is not this written in 
he book. of Jaſher? No author in his ſenſes would have ap- 


in atteſtation of a fact which, though it did exiſt, was not record- 
book of Joſhua, was written, there was ſuch a bock as the book of 


the fact of the ſun's having ſtood til}; I have not produced it as a 
oof of that fact; but it proves that the author of the book of 
Jochus believed the fact, and that the people of Iſrael admitted 


book would have been as ſenſeleſs an inſult upon their under- 
ſtanding, as it would have been upon our's, had Rapin appealed 
8 ae, Arabian Nights Entertainment, as a-proof of the. battle of 
Haſtings.. _ WE ee, eee I 


<0 I cannot attribute much wei nt to your argument againſt the 
genuineneſs of the book of Joſhua, from its being faid that 
* Joſhua; burned Ai, and made it an heap for ever, even a deſo- 


burning of Ali: and if he wrote his hiſtory in the latter part of his 


j les, in his old age, had made uſe 
of a ſimilar expreſſion, when he put the Iſraelites in mind of what 
the Lord had done to the Egyptians in the red ſea, The Lord 
hath deſtroyed them unto this day r. | 

In. the laſt chapter of the book of Joſhua it is related, that 
Joſhua aſſembled all the tribes of Iſrael to Shechem ; and there, in 


*. 


from the calling of Abraham to that time, when they were ſettled 
ing his ſpeech, he ſaid to them Chooſe you this day whom you 


"” 


4 land ye 


. 


e dwell: but as for me and my houſe, we will ferve'the | 


,ord. + And the people anſwered and ſaid, God forbid that Wwe 


1 


iould forſake the Lord, to ſerve other gods. Joſhua urged far. 1 
ner, that God would not ſuffer them to worſhip other gods in fek. 1 
owſhip with him; they anſwered, that“ they would ſerve the 


Lord. Joſhua: then faid to them, Ye. are witneſſes againſt 


ourſelves that ye have choſen the Lord to ſerve him. And they 


aid, We are witneſſes.” . Here was a ſolemn covenant between 


heir own part. The text then ſays “ S0 Joſhua made a cove- 
ant with the people that day, and ſet them à ſtatute and an ordi- 


Pance in Shechem, and Foſhua: wrote "theſe words in the book" of be 


aw of God.” Here is a proof of two things firſt, that there 
as then, a few years after the death of Moſes, exiſting a book 
alled The Book of the Law of God; the ſame, without doubt, 


hich Moſes had written, and committed to the cuſtody of thie 


evites, that it might be kept in the ark of tlie covenant! of tlie 
ord, that it might be a witneſs againſt them ſecondly, that 
oſhua torote a part at leaſt of his on tranfactions in that very 
dook, as an addition to it. It is not a proof that he wrote all Ris 
wn tranſactions in any book; but I ſubmit entirely to the judg- 
nent of every eandid man, whether this proof of his having re- 
orded a very material tranſaction, does not make it probable that 
e recorded other material tranſactions; that he wrote the chief 
art of the book of Joſhua; and that ſuch things as happened 


Wfter his death, have been inſerted in it by others, in order tô re- 


? 


Wer the hiſtory more complete A) off 

I think e e wy to make any obſervation on what you'fay 
lative to the book of Judges; but — paſs unnoticed your 

nſure of the hook of Ruth, which you call “ an idle bungling 

ory, fooliſhly told, no body knows by whom, about a ftrolling 


Wountry girl creeping ſlily to bed to her couſin Boaz . You do 


injury to the character of Ruth. She was not a ſtrolling coun- 

ry girl. She had been married ten years; and being left a widow 
ithout children, ſhe accompanied Mit ler n aw, returning 
hto her native-country; out of which with her huſband: and her 
o ſons the had been driven by a famine The diſturbances in 
trance have driven many men with their families to Ameriea; if, 

n years hence, a woman, having loſt her huſband and her chil- - 


en, ſhould return td France with a daughter-in-law,” would yo 
Le uſtified -in'calling the daughteran-law a ftrolling country girl? 
But ſhe “ crept ſlily to bed to her couſin Boaz” I do not find 
D in tlie hiſtory Las a eee e protection, ſhe laid her- 

f donn at che foot of an aged kinſman's-bed'and ſhe rofe p 


With as much innocence as ſhe had laid herſelf down. She was 


Weerwards married to Boaz, and reputed by all her neighboursa 


rtuous woman; and they were more likely to know her character 
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that the 
0 Samuel, 
and, probably, in all ſucceeding times, by men of ability, who 
lived in or near the times of which they write. Of the truth of 
this obſervation we have abundant proof, not only from the teſti. 
mony of. Joſephus, and of the writers of the Talmuds, but fron 
the Old Teſtament itſelf. I will content myſelf with citing a feu 
places Now the acts of David the king, firſt and laſt, 'beholdii 
_ they are written in the book of Samuel the ſeer, and in the book 
of Nathan the prophet, and in the book of Gad the ſeer f.“ 
No the reſt of the acts of Solomon, firſt and laſt, are they na 
Written in the book of Nathan the prophet, and in the prophec 
of Ahijah the Shilonite, and in the viſions oſ Iddo the ſeer ?? 
in the book of /Shemaiah the prophet, and of Iddo the ſeer, con. 
berni aealogies ]? Now the reſt of the acts of Jehoſhaphat 
firſt a i,” behold they are written in the book of Jehu the fo 
of Hanani 5.“ Is it poſſible for writers to give a ſtronger'evidenc: 
of their veracity, than by referring their readers to the books from 
which they had extracted the materials of their hiſtory? 
1 The two books of Kings, you fay, © are little more tha 
1 ̃ an hiſtory of aſſaſſinations, treachery, and war**.” - That th 
I. _ Ekings of Iſrael and Judah were many of them very wicked per 
ſle0bons, is evident from the hiſtory which is given of them in t 
ve Bible; but it ought to be remembered, that — wickedneſs is no 
| 48 d0ð0 be attributed to their religion; nor were d e e i 
55 „„ OE b % ec 
185 N 1 Chron. xxix. 29. 2 Chron ix. 29. 
> F. Chiron. xii, * dea Chron. xx. 3+ Jy El 7. 2. 
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choſen to be tlie people of God; on account” of their wiekedneſs; 
nor was their being choſen, a cauſe of it. One may wonder, in- 
deed, that, having experienced ſo many ſingular marks of God's 
goodneſs towards their nation, they did not at once become, and 


advocates for the worſhip of one only God, the maker of heaven 
and earth, This was the purpoſe for whieh they were choſen, and 
this purpoſe has been accompliſhed. - For above three and twenty 
hundred years the jews have uniformly witneſſed to all the nations 
of the earth the unity of God, and his abomination of idolatry. _ 
Several things you obſerve. are mentioned in the book of the 
Kings, ſuch as the drying up of Jeroboam's hand, the aſcent of 
Elijah into heaven, the deſtruction of the children who mocked 


being mentioned in the book of Kings, and not mentioned in that 
of Chronicles, is a proof to you that they are lies. I eſteem it a 
very erroneous mode of reaſoning, which, from the filence of one 
author concerning a particular cireumſtance, infers the want of ve- © 
racity in another who mentions it. And this.obfervation is ſtill 
more cogent, when applied to a book which is only a eee ; 
to, or .an/abridgment of, other books: and under this deſcription 
the book of Chronicles has been confidered by all writers. But 
though you will not believe the miracle of the drying up of Jero- 
boam's hand, what can you ſay to — prophecy which was then 
delivered concerning the Tupac deſtruQi 
Jof Jeroboam? The prophecy is thus written, —© Behold, a child 
ſhall be born unto the houſe'of David, Joſiah by name, and upon 
chee, (the altar) ſhall he offer the prieſts of the high places t. — 


| cular perſon are deſcribed in the year 975 {according to the Bible 

chronology) before Chriſt. Above 350 years after the delivery of 

the prophecy,” you will find, by conſulting the ſecond book of 
ings}, this prophecy fulfilled in all its parts. . 


years after Moſes, and that it is of the ſame age, and you may 

I lrg? eco of the ſame authority, as Eſop's Fables You 
give, what you call the evidence of this, the air of a demonſtration, 

lt has but two ſtages :—firſt, the account of the kings of Edom, 


mentioned in-Genefis, is taken from Chronicles, and therefore the 


bock of Genefis was written after the book of - Chronicles :—ſe- 
condly, the book of Chronicles was not begun to be written till af. 


er. Zedekiah; in whoſe time Nebuchadnezzar conquered Jeruſalem, 
per 558 years before Chriſt, and more than 860 after Moſes.” —Having 


We anſwered this objection before, I might be excuſed taking any more 
notice of it; but as you build much, in this place, upon the ſtrength 


l of your argument, I will ſhew you its weakneſs, when ir is properly 
0 ſtated. —A foro verſes in the book of Geneſis: could not be written 


1 * P. as, 29 + 1 Kings xiii. 2, 1 Chap. xxiii. 15, 16. . s. 1 35 
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continue to be, (what, however, they have long been, ) ſtrenuous _ 


Eliſha, and the reſurrection of a dead man *: theſe circumſtances 


ion of the idolatrous altar - 


Here is a clear prophecy; the name, family, and office of a parti: ; 


ou make a calculation that Geneſis was not written till 866 
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the public records of the nation, -which were certainly as open for 


the ſubject. 2 
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true, chriſtianity muſt be falſe. The jews a 
branches © graffed in amongſt them” to them pertain the adop- 
tion, and the glory, and the covenants, and the giving of the law, 


— 
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by Moſie;\ thirevid ne part of Geriefks:could:be: written: by Miles: 
. ——A child would deny your therefore. — Again, Aa fe Wy FA the 


book of Geneſis could not be written by Maſes, becauſe they ſpeak 


of kings of Iſrael, there having been no kings of Iſrael in the time 
of "Moſes ; and therefore they could not be written by Samuel, 
or by Solomon, or by any other perſon who lived: after there were 


kings in Iſcael, exeept by the author of the book of Chronicles: 
TE tis is alſo an illegitimate inference from your poſition.— Again, 
a few verſes in the book of Geneſis are, word for word, the ſame as 
a few verſes in the book of Chronicles; therefore the author of the 


book of Geneſis muſt-have taken them from Chronicles: another 


lame concluſion! Why might not the author of the book of Chro- 


nicles have taken them from Geneſis, as he has taken many other 
encalogies, ſuppoſing them to have been inſerted. in Geneſis. by 


Samuel? But where, you may aſk, could Samuel, or any other per- 


fon, have found the account of the kings of Edom? Probably, in 


inſpection to Samuel, and the other prophets, as they were to the 
author of Chronicles. I hold it needleſs to employ more time on 


At length you come to two books, Ezra and Nehemiah, which 
you allow to be genuine books, giving an account of the return of 
the jews from the Babylonian captivity, about 536 years before 


Chriſt; but then you ſay, Thoſe accounts are nothing to us, 


nor to any other perſons, unleſs it be to the jevys, as a part of the 
Riſtory of their nation; and there is juſt as much of the Word of 
God in thoſe: books, as there is in any of the hiſtories of France, 
or in Kapin's Hiſtory of England“. Here let us ſtop a moment, 


and try if from your on conceſſions it be not poſhble to confute 
pour argument. Ezra and Nehemiah, you grant, are genuine 
books“ but they are nothing to us! The very firſt verſe of 
Ezra ſays the prophecy of Jeremiah was fulfilled; is it nothing 


to us to know that Jeremiah was a true prophet? Do but grant 
that the Supreme Being communicated to any of the fons of men 
a knowledge of future events, ſo that their predictions were plainly 
verified, and you will find little difficulty in admitting the truth of 
revealed religion. Is it nothing to us to know that, five hundred 


and thirty- ſix years before Chriſt, the books of Chronicles, Kings, 


Judges, Joſhua, Deuteronomy, Numbers, Leviticus, Exodus, 
Geneſis, every book the authority of which you have attacked, are 
all referred to by Ezra and Nehemiah; as authentic books, con- 


_ taining the hiſtory of the Iſraelitiſſi nation from Abraham to that 


very time Is it nothing to us to know. that the hiſtory of the 
Jews is trus It is every thing to us; for if that hiſtory be not 
s are the root, we are 
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and the ſervice of God, and the promiſes; whoſe are the fathers, 


oſhua d. Your mirth you will perceive to be miſplaced; when 
— conſider the deſign of 


peared-to himſelf. Was this no encouragement to a man who was 
about to engage in war with many nations? Had it no tendency 
to confirm his faith? W 
things, the commands of God, and to give the glory of his con- 
uefts. to the author of them, the God of Abraham, aac, and 
Jacob? As to your wit about pulling off the ſhoe, it originates, 
I think, in your ignorance; you ought to have known, that this 
rite was an indication of reverence for the divine preſence; and 
that the cuſtom of entering. barefoot into their temples ſubſiſts, in 
ſome countries, unto this day. 33 e 


» 


* 


Lou allow the book of Ezra to be a genuine book: but that . | 


the author of it may not eſcape without a blow, you fay, that in 


matters of record it is not to be depended on ; and as a proof of 
your aſſertion, you tell us, that the total amount of the numbers 
who returned from Babylon does not correſpond with the particu- 
lars; and that every child may have an argument for its infidelity, 


you diſplay the particulars, and ſhew your own ſkill in arithmetic, 
by ſumming them up. And can you ſuppoſe that Ezra, a man of 
great learning, knew. ſo little of ſcience; ſo little of the loweſt 
branch of ſeience, that he could not give his readers the ſum totat 
of fixty particular fums? You know,-undoubtedly, that the He- 


brew letters denoted alſo numbers: and that there was a great fimi- L | 


larity between ſome of theſe letters. Now what have we to do 


with numerical contradictions in the Bible, but to attribute them, 


wherever they occur, to this obvious fource of error—the inatten- 
tion of the tranſcriber, in writing ons letter for another that was 
like it? J K 5 1 785 45 


1 ſhould extend this book to a length troubleſome to the rea- 


der, if I anſwered minutely every objection you have made, and 
rectified every error into Which you have fallen; it may be ſuffi- 
cient briefly to notice ſome of the chief. The character repreſented 


as it no leffon to him to obey, in all 


rt this appearance; it was to aſſure Joſhuay. 
that the ſame God who had appeared to Mofes, ordering him to 
pull of his ſhoes, becaufe he ſtood on holy ground, had now ap- 


in Job under the name of Satan is, you ſay, “ the firſt and the 


only time this name is mentioned in the Bible :. Now I find 


this name, as denoting an enemy, frequently occurring in the Old 


eſtament; thus, What have I to do with you, ye ſons of 
Zeruiah, that ye ſhould this day be adverſaries unto me In 


the original it is ſatans unto me. Again, The Lord my Gd 
hath given me reſt on every fide, ſo that there is neither adverſary, yo” 
nor evil occurrent d in the original, neither ſatan nor evil. 1 
F. 21. +P.28 P. 29 J Sam. xix. 22. 9 Kings v. 3 | 


3 
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need not mention other places; theſe are ſufficient to ſhew,' that 
the word ſatan denoting an adverſary, does occur in various places 
of the Old Teſtament; and it is extremely probable to me, that 
S hs root 3 ere e lon hy Hebrew and other caftern 
815 : guages, to denote an adverſary, its having been the r 
mnmnnaaame of the great enemy of — ax 1 1 = 
* ED of Voltaire, that the word ſatan is not older than the Babylonian 
{ 


1 captivity: this is a miſtake, for it is met with in the hundred and 
ff. © - . ninth pfalm, which all allow to have been written by David, long 
5 8 Ihe jeus, you tell us, © never prayed but when they were in 
Wil = trouble. I do not believe this of - jews; but that they prayed 
| | SBS more fervently when they were in trouble than at other times, may 


h WG be true of the jews, and I apprehend is true of all nations and all 
6.5 75 individuals. But ** the jews never prayed for any thing but victo- 
wh ry, vengeance, and riches “.“ Read Solomon's prayer at the de- 


5 dication of the temple; and bluſh for your aſſertion, illiberal and 
| bk TT : uncharitable in the extremet! F ]ù ́yͥö k PRI AW, 
js | It appears, you obſerve, to have been the cuſtom of the hea- 


is done now- a- days both by voy and by painting; but it does 
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or their idolatry; for a mode of worſhip the moſt cruel, ſenſeleſs, 1 55 


mpure, abominable, that can poſſibly diſgrace the faculties of th 


uman mind. Had this your conceit occurred in ancient times, it 
ight have ſaved Micah's teraphims; the golden Calves of Jeroboum, 
nd of Maron; g and quite ſuperſeded the neceſſity of the ſecond com- 
andment 11! e 1 EE I Er Fs Pf 7» | gt OED . 
It is an error, you ſay, to call the Pſalms the Pſalms of Da- 
id *. This error was obſerved many hundred years before ou 
ere born. V ou, I ſuppoſe, will not deny, that David wrote 
ome of them. Songs are of various ſorts; we have hunting 
ongs, drinking ſongs, fighting ſongs, love ſongs, fooliſh, wanton, 
icked ſongs: if you will have the Pſalms of David to be no-—- 
ing but a collection from different ſong- writers, you muſt allow 
hat the writers of them were inſpired by no ordinary fpirit ; that 
t is a collection, incapable of being degraded by the name you 
Five it; that it greatly ee ener, eee e e in matter and 
n manner. Compare the book of Pſatms with the odes of Horace 
br Anacreon, with the _—_ of  Callimachus; the golden verfes 
f Pythagoras, the choruſes of the Greek tragedians, no contemp-. 


greatly it 
n in purity of morality, and in rational theblog . 
As you eſteem the Pſaltis of David a ſong book ; it is conſiſ- 
ent enough in you to eſteem the Proverbs of Solomon a jeſt boox; 
here have not come down to us above eight hundred of his jeſts: 
f we had the whole three thouſandz which he wrote, our -mirth _ 
vould be extreme. Let us open the book, and ſee what kind of 
eſts it contains ; take the very firſt as a ſpecimeri—* The fear of 
he Lord is the beginning of knowledge; but fools deſpiſe wiſdom 
and inſtruction. Do you perceive any jeſt in this? The fear of 
he Lord! What: Lord does Solomon mean? He means that 
ord who took the poſterity of Abraham to be his peculiar people 
who redeemed that people from Egyptian bondage by a miracu- 
ous interpoſition of his power—who'gave the law to Moſes—who' 


ible 5 any of theſe,) and you will quickly fee hou- 


» Yet 


es them all, in piety of ſentiment, in ſublimity of 


- — 


ommanded the Iſraelites to exterminate the nations of Canaan; - 


ow this Lord you will not fear; the jeſt ſays, you defpiſe wiſdom - 
and inſtruction.— Let us try again My ſon, hear the inſtruction 
of thy father, and forſake not the law of thy mother. —If your 


cart has ever been touched by parental feelings, you will ſee no 


7 
0 


eſt in this. Once more. My ſon, if ſinners entiee thee, con- 
ent thou not. Theſe are the three firſt proverbs in Solomon's 


eſt book;“ if you read it through, it may not make you merry; 


hope it will make you wiſe; that it will teach you, at leaſt, the _ 
eginning of wiſdom the fear of that Lord whom Solomon feared. 
Solomon, 5 tell us, was witty; jeſters are ſometimes witty ; but 
ough all the world, from the time of the queen of Sheba, has 
aeard of the wiſdom: of Solomon, his wit was never heard of be- 
e „ , 
1. | 5 
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3 fore. : There is a great difference, Mr. Locke teaches us, between 
wit and judgment, and there is a greater between wit and wiſdom, 
As to the ſins and debaucheries of Solomon, we have nothing to 


 Perience, when he preaches te us his admirable ſermon on the va. 
nity of every thing but piety and virtue. TO RR 


in the Old Teſtament, and the reaſon of it is obvious—the pro. 
phecies of Iſaiah have received ſuch a full, and circumſtantiat 
completion, that, unleſs you can perſuade yourſelf to conſider the 


tion and deſtitute of meaning®,” you 


den 8 the burden of Damaſeus, and the other e rege 
| tions of the prophet againſt cities and kingdoms, to © the ſtory of 
„ ; 
I may have read theſe ſtories, but I remember nothing of the ſub- 


E have compared it with the paſt and prefent ftate of Babylon, and 
the compariſon; has made ſuch an impreſſion on my mind, that it 
will never be effaced from my memory. I ſhall never ceaſe to 
believe that the Eternal alone, by whom things. future are mor: 

_ diſtintly known — ſent things are by man, that the 
eternal God alone could 


forty-fifth chapter of Iſaiah, are, in your opinion, fo far from be- 
ing written by Iſaiah, e ar ee written by 


Leigh was dead:—theſe chapters, you go oa, . are a complimen: 


| death of Ifaiah”—and is it for this, fir, that you accuſe others 0. 
audacity and i in impoſing, as you call it, this book upon 


Clear and important prophecies in the Bible, as an hiſtorical com- 
pliment, written above an hundred and fifty years after the death 


an hiſtory; that God called Gyrws by his name; declared that he 

 ſhould..conquer Babylon; and deferibed the means by which he 

_- ſhould do it, above an hundred years before Cyrus was born, and 

wen there was no probability of ſuch an event. why ag 
5 


they were forged after the events predicted had taken place; Vol. 
taire could not reſiſt the evidence of the prediction of Feſus, con- 
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do with them but to avoid them; and to give full credit to his ex- 


Haiah- has a greater ſhare of your abuſe than any other writer 


whole book (a few hiſtorical ſketches excepted) as one continued 
bomi..aſtical rant, full of extravagant * without applica- 

on ar muſt of neceſſity allow its i 
divine authority. Vou compare the burden of Babylon, the bur- 


g mountain, the ſtory of Cinderilla t, &c 
jects of them; E have read alſo Haiah's burden of Babylon, and 
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have dictated to the prophet Ifaiah the 
ſubje@ of the burden of Babylon. 
3 latter part of the forty-fourth, and the beginning of the 


mm % & mw i tend 


£] 
fome perſon who lived at an hundred and fifty years after 
to Cyrus, who permitted the jews to return to Jeruſalem from the 
Babylonian - captivity above Is hundred and fifty years after thc 


the world as the writing of Haiah? What ſhall be faid of you, 
who, either deſignediy or ignorantly, repreſent one of the . moſt 


of the prophet ?—We contend, fir, that this is a prophecy and not 


not reſiſt the evidence of Damel's:prophecies, but by ſaying, that 


. cerning 


— 
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eeming_ the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, but by ſaying, that the ac: _ 
count was written after Jerufalem had been deſtroyed ; and you, 
at length, (though, for aught I know, you may have had prede- . 
ceſſors in this preſumption, ) unable to reſiſt the evidence of 7ſarah's 


veen 
om, 
g to 
ex- 


\ 


va- prophecies, contend that they are bombaſtical rant, without appli- 

5 cation, though the application is cireumſtantial; and deſtitute of 
riter ¶ meaning, though the meaning is fo obvious that it cannot be miſta- 
pro- ken; and that one of the moſt remarkable of them is not a prophe- 
ntia Ney, but an hiſtorical compliment written after the event. That the 

r the ¶ wonderful abſurdity of this hypotheſis may be more obvious to you, 

uct WT beg you to confider that Cyrus was a Perſian, had been brought . 
lica- ap in the religion of his country, and was probably addicted to the 

w its magian f ition of two independent Beings, equal in power but 
bur- WF different in principle, one the author of light and of all good, the 

1C12- other the author of darknefs and all evil. Now is it probable that 
ry oa captive jew, meaning to compliment the greateſt prince in the _, 
' &c Wh world, ſhould be ſo. ſtupid as to tell the prince that his religion was 

fub- Na lie? “ I am the Lord, and there is none elſe, I form the gh 
and Band create darkneſs, I make peace and create evil, I the Lord do 
anc ial theſe GT rung 7320 ON Re oe OMe ret 
at it But if you will perſevere in believing that the prophecy con- 

fe to cerning Cyrus was written after the event, peruſe the burden . 
morc Babylon; was that alſo written after the event? Were the Medes 


t thc en ſtirred up againſt Babylon? Was Babylon, the glory of the 

| the BWkingdoms, the beauty of the Chaldees, then overthrown, and be. 
i come as Sodom and-Gomorah ? Was it then uninhabited? Was iet 
f the chen neither fit for the Arabian's tent nor the ſhepherd's fold? Did 
be- che wild beaſts of the deſert then lie there? Did the wild beaſts of 
en by che iſlands hex ow #: their deſolate houſes, and dragons in their 

after Wpleaſant palaces? Were Nebuchadnezzar and Belſhazzar, the ſon 

ment Band the ' grandſon, then cut off? Was Babylon then become a poſ- 

n the ſeſſion of the birtern, and pools of water? Was it hen ſwept with 

r thc ¶ che beſom of deſtruction, ſo ſwept: that the world knows not now 
TTT ̃ eo 5:00 7 bes hes 

upon Vou explain at ſome length your notion of the miſapplication 

you, ¶ made by St. Matthew of the the prophecy in Iſaiah—*< Behold, a 

moſt ¶ virgin thall conceive and bear a ſon.” That paſſage has been han- 

com- Wdled largely and minutely by almoſt every commentator, and it is 
death ¶ too important to be handled ſuperficially. by any one: I am not on 
d not Bilithe preſent occaſion concerned to explain it. It is quoted by you - 
at hc ¶ to prove, and it is the only inſtance you pre ue Ae hah ep Wy 

h he “ a lying prophet and an impoſtor t. Now I maintain; that this 
andi very inſtance proves, that he was a true prophet and no impoſtor, © _ — / 
could The hiſtory of the prophecy, as delivered in the ſeventh chapter, 


that is this—Rezin king of Syria, and Pekah king of Ifracl, made wür 
Hol- upon Ahaz king of Judah; not merely, or, perhaps, not at all, for 
con- che ſake of plunder or the conqueſt of territory, but with a declared, 
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_ © wereat | 
leſſneſs of tranſeribers, they were deranged :—others contend, that 
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| purpoſe of making an entire evolution in the government; of Jus 


dah, of deſtroying, the royal houſe of David, and of placing a 


ther family on the throne. Their purpoſe is thus exprefied— 


Let us go up againſt, Judah, and vex it, and let us make a breach 


. therein for us, and ſet a king in the midſt of it, even the ſon of 
AIJabeal. - Now what did the Lord commiſſion Iſaiah to ſay to 
Ahaz? Did he commiſſion him to ſay, the e e not vex 


thee? No -The kings ſhall not conquer thee? No. The kings 
Mall not ſucceed againſt thee? No: he commiſſioned him to ſay, 


It (the purpoſe of the two kings) ſhall not ſtand, neither ſhall it 


come to paſs.” I demand—Did it ſtand; did it come to paſs ? 
Was any revolution effected? Was the royal houſe of David de- 
throned and deſtroyed? Was Tabeal ever made king of Judah ? 


No. The prophecy was perfectly accompliſhed. You ſay, In- 


ſtead of theſe two kings failing in their attempt againſt Ahaz, they 
ſucceeded ; Ahaz was defeated. and deſtroyed. I deny the fact; 
Ahaz was defeated, but not deſtroyed ; and even the two hundred 
thouſand women, and ſons, and daughters, whom you repreſent as 
carried into captivity, were not carried into captivity; they were 
made captives, but they were not carried into captjvity; for the 


chief men of Samaria, being admoniſhed by a prophet, would not 


ſuffer ekah to bring the captives into the land They roſe up, 


. and took the captives, and with the ſpoil clothed all that were na- 
ked among them, and arrayed them, and ſnod them, and gave 
them to eat and to drink, and anointed them, and carried all the 


feeble of them upon aſſes (fame humanity, you ſee, amongſt thoſe 


_ - Iſraelites, whom you every where repreſent as barbarous brutes), 
and brought them to Jericho, the city of -palm-trees, to their bre- 
_ thren*,” — The kings did fail in their attempt; their attempt was 
to deſtroy the houſe of David, and to make a revolution; but they 
made no revolution, they did not deſtroy the houſe of David, for 


. 


Aha ſlept with his fathers; and Hezekiah, his ſon, of the houſe 
f David, xeigned.in his fs. 
After what I conceive to be a great miſrepreſentation of the 

character and conduct of Jeremiah, you bring forward an objec- 
tion which Spinoza and others before you had much inſiſted upon, 


though it is an objection which neither affects the genuineneſs, nor 


the authenticity of the book of Jeremiah. The objection is, that 
the book of Jeremiah has been put together in a dif 

It is acknowledged, that the order of time is not every where ob- 
Jeryed ;; hut the cauſe of the confuſion is not known. Some attri- 


ordered ſtate f. 


ute it to Baruch collecting into one volume all the ſeveral prophe- 
cies hich Jeremiah had written, and neglecting to put them in 
Wer places: —others think that the ſeveral parts of the work 

ä properly arranged, but that through accident, or the care- 
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ſtruction of Jeruſalem, had been thruſt into a miry dun 


ay 
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fubje& to an accurate obſervance of time and order. But leaving 
this matter to be ſettled by critical diſeuſſion, let us come to a matter 
of greater e eee your charge _ Jeremiah for his du- 

- Plicity, and for hi | 


s.falſe prediction x. Firſt, as to his duplicity : 
Jeremiah, on aceount oſ his having boldly predicted the de- 


7 — 
* 


the princes of Judah who ſought his life; there he would have pe- 


riſhed, had not one of the eunuchs taken compaſſion on him, and 


petitioned king Zedekiah in his favour, ſaying, Theſe men (the 
princes) have done evil in all that ay have done to Jeremiah the 
prophet, (no ſmall teſtimony this, of the probity of the prophet's 


character,) whom they have caſt into the dungeon, and he is like 
to die for hunger.” On this repreſentation Jeremiah was taken out 


of the dungeon by an order from the king, who ſoon aſterwards 


ſent privately for him, and deſired him to conceal nothing from 


him, binding himſelf, by an oath, that, whatever might be the 
nature of his prophecy, he would not put him to death, or deliver 
him into the hands of the you who ſought his life. Jeremiah 
delivered to him the purpoſe of God reſpecting the fate of Jeruſa- 


lem. The conference being ended, the king, anxious to perform 
his oath, to preſerve the life of the prophet, diſmiſſed him, ſaying, 


Let no man know of theſe words, and thou ſhalt not die. But 
if the princes hear that T have talked with thee, and they come 
unto: thee, and ſay unto thee; Declare unto us now what thou haſt 


ſaid unto the king, hide it not from us, and we will not put thee 


to death; alſo what the king ſaid unto thee: then thou ſhalt ſay 


unto them, I preſented my ſupplication before the king, that he 
would not ' cauſe me to return to Jonathan's houſe to die there. 
Then came all the princes unto Jeremiah, and afked him, and he 
told them according to all theſe words that the king had com- 
manded. Thus, you remark, this man of God, as he is called, 


could tell a lie, or very ſtrongly prevaricate; for certainly he did 
not go to Zedekiah to make his ſupplication, neither did he make 
it. It is not ſaid that he told the princes he went to make his 

ſupplication, but that he preſented it: now it is ſaid, in the preced- 


ing chapter, that he did make the ſupplication, and it is probable 
- that in this conferenee he renewed it; but be that as it may, 1 
contend that Jeremiah was not guilty of duplicity, or, in more in- 
telligible terms, that he did not violate any law of nature, or of Ve 


civil ſociety; in what he did on this occaſion. He told the truth, 
in part, to fave his life; and he was under no obligation to tell 


the whole to men who were certainly his enemies. Now for the 
falſe prediction I will give the deſeription of it in your own 

r oe 9 REO TT FFF 
en the 34th chapter is a prophecy of Jeremiah to Zedekiah,  _ 
in theſe words, ver. 2.—* Thus faith the Lord, Behold, I will _ 
give this city: into the hands of the king of Babylon, and will burn 


. 
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it with fire; and thou ſhalt not eſcape out of his hand; but thou 


ſhalt ſurely be taken, and delivered into his hand; and thine eyes 


with thee mouth to mouth, and thou ſhalt to Babylon. , 
bear the word of the Lord, O Ladebiab, king of Judah ; thus faith the 


Lord, Thou ſbalt not die by the ſiword, but thou ſhalt die in peace ; and 
with the burnings of thy fathers, the farmer kings that were before thee, 
fo ſhall they burn edours for thee, and will lament thee, ſaying, Ah, lord! 
for 1 have pronquneed the wyord, ſaith the Lordu. 4 


Now, inſtead of Zedekiah beholding the eyes of the king of 


Babylon, and ſpeaking with him mouth to mouth, and dying in 


peace, and with the burnings of edours, 'as at the funeral of his 


_ fathers (as Jeremiah had declared the Lord himſelf had pronoun- 
ced), the reverſe, according to the 52d chapter, was the caſe ; it is 


there ſtated, verſe 10, That the king of Babylon flew the ſons of 
Zedekiah before his eyes; then he put out the eyes of Zedekiah, 


and bound him in chains, and carried him to Babylon, and put 
him in priſon till the day of his death. What can we ſay of thefe 


_ prophets, but that they are impoſtors and liars? I can ſay this 
that the prophecy you have produced, was fulfilled in all its parts: 
and what then ſhall be ſaid of thoſe who call Jeremiah a liar and 


an impoſtor? Here then we are fairly at iflue—you affirm that 
the prophecy was not fulfilled, and J affirm that it was fulfilled in 
all its parts- © I will give this city into the hands of the king of 
Babylon, and he ſhall burn it with fire: ſo ſays the prophet ; what 
Babylon) burnt 


ſays the hiſtory? They (the forces of the king of 
the houſe of God, and. brake down the walls of Jeruſalem, and 


” burntall the palaces thereof with fire *. Thou ſhalt not eſeape out 
of his hand, but ſhalt ſurely be aten, and delipereg into his hand: 


fo ſays the prophet; what ſays the hiſtory? # The men of war 
fled by night, and the king went the way towards the plain, and 
the army of the Chaldees purſued after the king, and overtook him 


in the plains of Jericho: and all his army were ſcattered from 
him; ſo they toe the king, and brought him to the king of Babylon, | 


to Riblaht.”—The prophet goes on, Thine eyes ſhall behold 
the eyes of the king of Babylon, and he ſhall ſpeak with thee 
mouth to mouth.” No pleaſant cireumſtance this to Zedekiah, 
who had provoked the king of 1 by revolting from him 


The hiſtory ſays, © The king of 


* 


this put with, And thou ſhalt go-to Babylon: 
« 'The king of Babylon bound him in chains, and carried him to 


ws, and put him in prifon till the day of his death .“ 


< Thou ſhalt not die by the ſword.” He did not die by the ſword, 


he did not fall in battle. But thou ſhalt die in peace,” He did die 
in peace, he neither expired en the rack, nor on the ſcaffold ; wag 


| EP: neither 
f 2 Kings xxv. 5 T Jer. li. 11. 
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abylon gave judgment upon 

Zedekiah, or, as it is more literally rendered from the Hebrew, 

pale judgments with him at Riblah.— The projet concludes. 
29 | e 


hiſtory ſays, 


1 a PT I IN A wo tn an hats 


* ©  &' DEFENCE OF THE BIBLE. _ 59 


neither ſtrangled nor poiſoned; no unuſual fate of captive kings: 
| he: died peaceably in his bed, though that bed was in a priſon. —- 
And with the burnings of thy fathers ſhall they burn odours for 
thee.” I cannot prove from the hiſtory that this part of the 1 
phecy was accompliſhed, nor can you prove that it was not. The 
probability is, that it was accompliſhed, and I have two reaſons on 
which I ground this probability. Daniel, Shadrach, Meſchach, 
and Abednego, to fay nothing of other jews, were men of great 
authority in the court of the king of Babylon, before and after the 
commencement of the impriſonment of Zedekiah ; and Daniel 
continued in power till the ſubverſion of the kingdom of Babylon 
by Cyrus.—Now it ſeems to me to be very probable, that Daniell, 
and the other great men of the jews, would both have inclinat nr 
to requeſt, and influenee enough with the king of Babylon to ob- 
tain, permiſſion to bury their deceaſed prince Zedekiah, after the 
manner of his fathers. —But if there had been no jews at Babylon 
of conſequence enough to make fuch a requeſt, ſtill it is probable 
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that the king of Babylon would have ordered ae echo bury and 4 
lament their departed prince, aſter the manner of their country. — 
Vuoou profeſs to have been particular in treating of the books b | 
aſcribed: to Tfaiah and Jeremiah®.—Particular! in what? You. | q 
have particularized two or tliree paſſages, which you have endea- | | i 
voured to repreſent as objectionable, and which I hope have beer | 7 
ſhewn, to the reader's ſatisfaction, to be not juſity hable to your 3 
cenſure ; and you have eres over all the other parts of theſe 1 

books without notice. Had you been particular in your examina- wt 


tion, you would have found cauſe to admire the probity and the 
intrepidity of the characters of the authors of them; you would 
have met with many inſtances of fublime compoſition ; and, what 
is of more conſequence, with many inſtances of prophetical vera- 
_ city ;—particularities of theſe kinds you have wholly overlooked. 
Vou proceed to the reſt of the prophets, and you take them „ 
collectively, carefully however ſelecting for your obfervations ſucly | | 
particularities as are beſt calculated to render, if poſhble, the prophets 
odious or ridiculous in the eyes of your readers. —— Fhat there were 
falfe prophets; witches, necromancers, conjurers, fortune-tellers, a- - | 
mong the jews, no perſon will attempt to deny; no nation, barbarous | 
or civilized, has been without them: but when you would degrade! 
the prophets of the Old Feſtament to a level with theſe conjuring, 
dreaming, ſtrolling gentry—when you would repreſent them as 
ſpending their lives in fortune-telling, caſting nativities, predicting 
riches, fortunate or unfortunate marriages, conjuring for loſt goods, 
&c. I muſt be allowed to ſay, that you wholly miſtake their of- 
fice, and miſrepreſent their character: their office was to convey to 
the children of Iſrael the commands, the promiſes, the threatenings - _ 
of almighty God; and their character was that of men ſuſtaining,, _ 
with fortitude, perſecution in the diſcharge of their duty. There 0 WES, 
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' falſe prophets in abundance amongſt the jews; and if you oppoſe 
theſe to the true prophets, and call them both party prophets, you 
have the liberty of doing ſo, but 


will not thereby confound the 


* 


diiſtinction between truth and falſehood. Falſe prophets are ſpoken 
| of with deteſtation in many parts of ſcripture, particularly by 


5 Jeremiah, who accuſes em of propheſying lies in the name of 
thi 


— croton o—_ 


the Lord. Vou cannot t 
than they were thought of by the true prophets at the time they 


_ + lived; but as Jeremiah ſays on this ſubject, “ what is the chaff to 


the wheat? what are the falſe prophets to the true ones? Every 


thing good is liable to abuſe; but who argues againſt the uſe of a 
thing from the abuſe of it? againſt phyſicians,” becauſe there are 


* 


pretenders to phyſie ?? 


Jehoram king of Iſrael, Jchoſhaphat king of Judah, and the 


7 + Edom, going with their armies to make war on the king 
0 


oab, came into a place where there was no water either for 


their men or their cattle. .-In this diſtreſs they waited upon Eliſha, 
(an high honour for one of. your conjurors,) by the advice of Je- 
ſhaphat, Who knew that the word of the Lord was with him. 
The prophet, on ſeeing Jehoram, an idolatrous prince, who had 
revolted from the worſhip of the true God, come to conſult him, 


ſaid to him. Get thee to the prophets of thy father and the pro- 


pPhets of thy mother. This you think ſhews Eliſha to have been 
2 party prophet, full of venom and vulgarity —it ſhews him to 


have been a man of great eourage, who reſpected. the dignity of 


his oyn character, the ſacredneſs of his office as a prophet of God, 
whoſe duty it was to reprove the wickedneſs of kings, as of other 
men. He ordered them to make the valley where they were full 
of ditches: this, you ſay, “every countryman could have told, 
that the way to get water was to dig for it: — but this is not a 
true repreſentation of the caſe ; the ditches were not dug that wa- 
ter might be gotten by digging for it, but that they might hold the 
pater when it ſhould miraculouſly come, without wind or rain, 


from another country; and it did come from the way of Edom, 


and the country was filled with water.” —As to Eliſha's curſing the 
children who had mocked him, and their deſtruction. in conſequence 
of his imprecation, the whole ſtory muſt be taken together. The 

provocation he received is, by ſome, conſidered as an inſult offered. 
to him, not as a man but as a prophet, and that the perſons who; 
offered it were not what we underſtand by little children, but grown- 
up youths ; the term child being applied in the Hebrew language, to 


- 


grown-up perſons, Be this as it may, the curſing was the act of the 
prophet; had it been a ſin, it would not have been followed by a 
- miraculous deſtruction of the offenders; for this was the act of God, 
who beſt knows who deſerve puniſhment. What effect ſuch a ſig- 
nal judgment had on the idolatrous inhabitants of the land, is no 
where ſaid; but it is probable it was not without a good 55 1 4 
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Ezekiel and Daniel lived during the Babylonian captivity; you, 
allow their writings to be genuine. In this you differ from fome . 
of the greateſt adverfaries of chriſtianity ; and in my opinion, eut 
up, by this conceſſion, the very root of your whole performance. . - | | 
It is next to an impoſſibility for any man, who admits the book of =. 
Daniel to be a genuine book, and who examines that book witn 
intelligence and impartiality, to refuſe his aſſent to the truth of. 


1 5 to diſcredit the authority of the books, you form a 
nge and prodigious hypotheſis concerning Ezekiel and Daniel, 
for which there is no manner of foundation either in hiſtory of 
probability. You ſuppoſe theſe two men to have had no dreams, 

no viſions, no revelation from God Almighty; but to have pre- 
tended to theſe things; and, under that diſguiſe, to have carried 
on an enigmatical correſpondence relative to the recovery of their | 
country from the Babylonian yoke®*. - That any man in his ſenſes _ .. 
ſhould frame or adopt ſuch an hypotheſis; ſhould have fo little re. 
gard to his own reputation as an impartial inquirer after truth, ſo 
little reſpe& for the underſtanding of his readers, as to obtrude it 
on the world, would have appeared an incredible circumſtance, had 
not y eee e 5 3 * = 2 „„ 
Lou quote a from Ezekiel; in the 29th chapter, ver. 11. 
ſpeaking of gy , it ie ald No 3 2 through 
it, nor foot of beaſt ſhall paſs through it, neither ſhall it be inha- 
bited forty years: — this, you ſay, never came to paſs, and con- 
ſequently it is falſe f. Now that this did come to paſs, we have, 
as Biſhop Newton obſerves, < the teſtimonies of Megaſthenes and 
Beroſus, two heathen hiſtorians, who lived about 300 years before 
Chriſt ; one of whom affirms, expreſsly, that Nebuchadnezzar con- 
quered the greater part of Africa ; and the other affirms it, in effect, 
in Taying, that when Nobuchadnezzar heard of the death of his 
father, having ſettled his affairs in Egypt, and committed the captives 
whom he took in Egypt to the care of ſome of his friends to bring 
them after him, lie 1 Babylon. And if we had 
been poſſeſſed of no teſtimony in ſupport of the propheey, it would 
have been an haſty concluſion, that the propheey never came to 
paſs; the hiſtory of Egypt, at 1& femote a period, being no where 

accurately and eireumſtantially related. I admit that no period ean 
be pointed out, from the age of Ezekiel to the preſent, in which 
there was no foot of man or beaſt to be ſeen for forty years in all 
Egypt; but ſome think that ne by e Egypt ig here ſpoken 

t; and ſurely you do not expect a literal accompliſhritient of an 

_ hyperbolical expreſſion, denoting great deſolation; importing that 
the trade of Egypt, which was Carried on then, as at preſent, by 
Had you taken the trouble to have looked a little farther into the 
book from which you Nye met Far quotation, you would have 
77 e „ . ee eee 
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there ſeen a-prophecy delivered above two thouſand years ago, and 

Boe which has been fulfilling from that time to this Egypt ſhall be the 
baſeſt of the kingdoms, neither ſhall it exalt itſelf any morè above 
the nations - there ſhall be no more a prince of the land of Egypt.” 
This you may call a dream, a viſion, a lie: I eſteem it a won- 

 _ derful prophecy; for as is the prophecy,” ſo has been the event. 
Egypt. was conquered by the Babylonians; and after the Babylo- 
nians by the Perſians; and after the Perſians it became ſubject t 
the Macedonians; and after the Macedonians to the Romans ; 
and after the Romans to the Saracens; and then to the Mamalucs 

and is now a province of the Turkiſh empire*.” _ 


„ 


You eonclude your objections to the Old Teſtament in a tri- 
umphant ſtyle ; an angry opponent would ſay, in a ſtyle of extreme 
arrogance, and ſottiſh felf-ſufficiency.—< I have gone,” you fay, 
through the Bible (miſtaking here, as in other places, the Old 
Teſtament for the Bible) as a man would go through a wood, with 
an axe on his ſhoulders, and fell trees; here they lie; and the 
prieſts, if they ean, may replant them. They may, perhaps, ſtick: 
them in the ground, but they will never grow.” And is it poſſibls 
that you ſhould think ſo highly of your performance, as ts believe, 
that you have thereby demoliſhed the authority of a book, which 
Newton himſelf eſteemed the moſt authentic of all hiſtories ; which, 
by its celeſtial light, illumines the darkeſt ages of antiquity ; which 
is the touchſtone whereby we are enabled to diſtinguiſh between true 
and fabulous theology, between the God of Iſrael, holy, juſt, and 
good, and the impure rabble of heathen Baalim ; which has been: 
thought, by Say judges, to have afforded matter for the laws 
of Solon, and a foundation for the philoſophy of Plato; which has 
been illuſtrated by the labour of learning, in all ages and coun- 
tries; and been admired and venerated for its piety, it ſublimity, 
its . by all who were able to read and underſtand it? No, 
fir; you have gone indeed through the wood, with the beſt in- 


tention in the world to eut it down; but you have merely buſied 


yourſelf. in expoſing. to vulgar contempt a few unſightly ſhrubs, 

| Which good — wiſely concealed: from public view; you have 
entangled yourſelf in thickets of thorns and briars ; you have loſt 
pour way on the mountains of Lebanon; the gc y cedar trees 
whereof, lamenting the madneſs, and pitying the blindneſs of your 

rage againſt them, have ſcorned the blunt edge and the baſe temper 
of your axe, and laughed unhurt at the feebleneſs of your ſtroke. 
hunting after difficulties, and you have found 


z 
- 


ome real ones ; theſe 
e vou 
Mr. P. contents himſelf with ridi- 


— 
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In the former part of © the Age of Realory” 
culing the Rory of Jonah; but finding that not ſuff ) ie hi 
now (p. 47) turns it into an allegory; a. fable, a ſatire, ot ſomething elſe written by a 

' . Gentile, to ridicule the Jewiſh prophets, and. tranſlated into Hebrew—A likely tale 
truly, that the Jews ſhould ſo highly eſteem a fable, written in contempt and burleſque 
. . own prophets, as not only to tranſlate; but to incorporate it into their ſacred 
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fate of the Old; and that fate is to remain unimpaired by ſuch - 


A DEFENCE OF THE BIBLE. =: 1 
vou have endeavoured to magnify into inſurmountable objeQions 
to the authority of the whole book. When it is confidered that 


the Old Teſtament is compoſed: of ſeveral books, written by dif- bf 
ferent authors, and at different periods, from Moſes to Malachi, 


compriſing an abſtracted hiſtory of a particular nation for above a 


thouſand years, I think the real difficulties, which occur in it are : 
much fewer, and of- much leſs _ rtance, than could reaſonably 
have been expected. Apparent difficulties you have repreſented as 


real ones, without hinting at the manner in which they have been 


explained. You have ridiculed things held moſt ſacred, and ca- 


lumniated characters eſteemed moſt venerable ; you have excited 
the ſcoffs of the profane; increaſed the ſeeptieiſm of the doubtful ; 


and perplexed the minds of honeſt men who wiſh to worſhip the 
God of their fathers in ſincerity and truth. — This and more you 
have done'in going through the Old Teſtament ; but you have not 

ſo much as glanced at the great deſign of the whole, at the har- 
mony and mutual dependence of the ſeveral parts. You have ſaid 
nothing of the wiſdom of God in ſeleQing a particular people 


from the reſt of mankind, not for their own ſakes, -but that they 


might witneſs to the whole world, in ſucceſſive ages, his exiſtence 
and attributes; that they might be an inſtrument. of ſubverting 


_ 1dolatry, of declaring the name of the God of Iſrael throughout 
the whole earth. It was through this nation that the Egyptians faw . 


the wonders of God; that the Canaanites (whom wickedneſs had 
made a reproach to human nature) felt his judgments; that the _ 
bn" ape props iſſued their decrees—## That none ſhould dare to ſpeak = 
amiſs of the God of Iſrael that all ſhould fear and tremble before 
him:”—and it is through them that you and I, and all the world, 
are not at this day worſhippers of idols. You haye ſaid nothing of 
the goodneſs of God in promiſing, that, through the-ſeed of Abra- 
ham, all the nations of the earth were to be bleſſed; that the de- 


ſire of all nations, the bleſſing of Abraham to the gentiles, ſhould - 5 


come. You have paſſed by all the prophecies reſpecting the com- 


-ing of the Meſſiah; though Go eue v fixed the time of his 
coming, and of his being cut off; 

Kondition, ſufferings, and death, in fo circumſtantial a manner, that 

we cannot but be aſtoniſhed at the accuracy of their completion 


; deſcribed his office, character, 


in the perſon of Jeſus of Nazareth, 


2 The New Teſtament, they tell us, is founded upon the pro. 
phecies of the Old; if ſo, it muſt follow the fate of its founda-. -- 


tion“. Thus you open your attack upon the New Teſtament ; 
you, that the New Teſtament muſt follow the 


Lou condeſcend'to thi 


about 


e 


ink it probable, that there were ſuch per. 
ſons as Mary, Joſeph, and Jeſus ; and, without troubling yourſelf 
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about their txiſtence-or non-exiſtence, aſſuming, as it were, for the 
ſake of argument, but without poſitively granting, their exiſtence, 

Vou proceed to inform us, ** that it is the fable of Jeſus Chriſt, as 
told in the New Teſtahient, and the wild and vitionaty doctrine 
raiſed thereon,” againſt which you contend . You will not repute 
it a fable, that there was ſueh a man as Jeſus Chriſt ; that he lived 

in Judea near eighteen hundred years ago, that He went about do- 
ing good, and preaching, not only in the villages of Galilee, but 
in the city of Jeruſalem ; that he had foveral- followers who con- 
ſtantly attended him; that he was put to death by Pontius Pilate ; 
that his diſciples were numerous- a few years after his death, not 
only in Judea, but in Rome the capital of the world, and in every 
| Pfovinee of the Roman empire ; that a particular day has been ob- 
ferved. in a religious manner by all his followers, in commemora- 


_ _ tion of a real or ſuppoſed reſurrection; and that the conſtant cele- 


bration-of baptiſm, and of the Lord's ſupper, may be traced back 
from the preſent time to him, as the author of thoſe- inſtitutions. 


Thbeſe things conſtitute, I fuppoſe, no part of your fable; and if 


theſe things be facts, they will, when maturely confidered, draw 
after them ſo many other things related in the New Teſtament 
concerning Jeſus, that there will be left for your fable but very 


ſeanty materials, which will require great fertility of invention be- 


fore you will dreſs them up into any form which will not diſguſt 
n ß df nin dd one 

Ihe miraculous conception you eſteem a fable, and in your 
mind it is an obſcene fable.—Impure indeed muſt that man's ĩima- 
gination be, who can diſcover any obſcenity in the angel's declara- 

tion to Mary—The Holy Ghoſt ſhall come upen thee, and the 
power of the Higheſt ſhall 'overſhadow thee ; therefore that Holy 

thing which ſhall be born of thee ſhall be called the Son of God. 
El wonder you do not find obſcenity in Genefis, where it is ſaid, 
The Spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters,” and 
brought order out of confuſion, à world out of a chaos, by his 
_ foſtering-influence, As to the chriſtian faith being built upon the 


heathen mythology, there is no ground whatever for the affertion-; 


there would have been ſome for ſaying, that much of tlie heathen 
mythology was built upon the events recorded in the Old Teſta- 
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ment. | ; 


; - You come now to a demonſtration, or, e e ene to the 
Jame thing, to a propoſſtion which cannot, you ſay, be controvert- 
ed ;—firſt, 5 That the agreement of all the parts of a ſtory does not 
prove that ſtory: to be true, becauſe the parts may agree and the 
Whole may be falſe ; ſecondly, That the d;/apreement of the parts 
of a ſtory proves that the whole cannot be true, The agreement does 
not prove truth, but the diſagreetnent proves falſehobd poſitively.” 
Great uſe, I perceive, is to de made of this propoſition. You will 
pauardon my unſkilfulneſs in dialecties, if 1 . 
9. 81. b 
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the truth of this abſtract propoſition, as applied to any purpoſe.in | 115 


life. The agreement of the parts of a ſtory implies 


at the ſtory 


- has been told by, at leaſt, two perſons. Now I think it ſcarcely 


| poſſible for even two perſons, and the difficulty is increaſed if there 
are more than two, to write the hiſtory of the life of any one of 
their acquaintance, without there being a confiderable difference 


between them, with reſpe& to the ni and order of the inci 
dents of his life. Some things will be omitted by one, and men- 

twned by the other; ſome things will be briefly touched by one, 
and the ſame things will be cireumſtantially detailed by the other; 

_ _ the. ſame things, which are mentioned in the ſame way by them | 


both, may not be mentioned as having happened exactly at 


the 


ſame point of time, with other poſſible and probable differences. 

But theſe real or apparent difficulties, in minute circumſtances, will 
not invalidate their teſtimony as to the material tranſactions of his 
life, much leſs will they render the whole of it a fable. If ſeve- 


ral independent witneſſes, of fair character, ſnould agree in all the 


parts of a ſtory, (in teſtifying, for inſtance, that a murder or a rob- 
bery was committed at a particular time, in a particular place, and 
by a certain individual,) every court of juſtice in the world would 


a cmit the fact, notwithſtanding the abſtract poſſibility of the whole 


being falſe. When you ſpeak of the whole of a ſtory, you cannot 


mean every particular circumſtance connected with the ſtory, 
not eflential to it; you muſt mean the pith and marrow. of 


— 


but 


ſtory; for it would be impoſſible to eſtabliſn the truth of any fact, 
jf a diſagreement in the evidence of witneſſes, in minute points, 
ſhould be confidered as annihilating the weight of their evidence in 


Points of importance. In a word, the relation of a fact differs 


ſentially from the demonſtration of a theorem. If one ſtep is left 
out, one link in the chain of ideas eonſtituting a demonſtration is 
omitted, the concluſion will be deftroyed ; but a fact may be eſta- 

. Hliſhed, notwithſtanding a diſagreement of the witneſſes in certain 


ttꝛifling particulars of their evidence reſpecting it. 


As to the genealogies of Chriſt given by Matthew and Luke, 


it is evident at firſt fight, that they are © 


two families, thoſe f 


Mary the real mother of Jeſus, and Joſeph the reputed father of 
+ Jeſus; it is therefore. no wonder that they differ. I hold it ſuffi- 
_ cient to ſay, that the authors had no deſign to deceive the reader, 

that they took their aceounts from the pre regiſters, which were 


_ carefully kept, and that had they been 


bricators of theſe genealo- 


pies, they would have been expoſed at the time to inſtant detee. 


tion; and the certainty of that detection would have prevented 
| them from making the attempt to impoſe a falſe genealogy on 


| Jewiſh nation. 


Tou inſiſt much upon ſome things being mentioned by one 
evangeliſt, which are not mentioned by all or by any of the others; 


and you take this to be a reaſon why we ſhould conſider the g 


elk, not as the works of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, 


. 5 
but 


— — 
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as the productions of ſome unconnected individuals, each of whom 


85 made his on legend“. I do not admit the truth of this ſuppoſi- 


- 


tion; but I may be allowed to uſe it as an argument againſt'your- 
ſelf it removes every poſſible ſuſpicion of fraud and impoſture, 
and confirms the goſpel- hiftory in the ſtrongeſt manner. Four 
unconnected individuals have each written memoirs: of the life of 
| Jeſus; from whatever ſource they derived their materials, it is 
evident that they agree in a great many particulars of the laſt im- 
portance; ſuch: as the purity of his manners; the ſanctity of his 
doctrines ; the multitude and publicity of his miracles ; the perſe- 
cuting ſpirit of his enemies; the manner of his death ; and the 
-- certainty of his reſurrection; and whilſt they agree in theſe great 
points, their difagreement in points of little conſequence, is rather 
a confirmation of the truth, than an indication of the falſehood, of 
their ſeveral accounts. Had they agreed in nothing, their teſtimo- 
ny ought to have been rejected as a legendary tale; had they und 

in every thing, it might have been ſuſpected that, inſtead of un- 
connected individuals, they were a ſet of impoſtors. The manner, 
in which the evangeliſts have recorded the particulars of the life 


of Jeſus, is wholly conformable to what we experience in other 


biographers, and claims our higheſt aſſent to its truth; notwith- 


ſtanding the force of your incontrovertible propoſition. 


As an inſtance of contradiction between the evangeliſts, you 
tell us, that Matthew ſays, the angel announcing the immaculate 
conception appeared unto Joſeph ; but Luke ſays, he appeared un- 
to Mary}. —The angel, fir, appeared to them both; to Mary, 
when he informed her that ſhe ſhould, by the power of God, con- 
ceive a fon; to Joſeph ſome months afterwards, when Mary's 
pregnancy was viſible ; in the interim ſhe had paid a viſit of three 
months to her con Elizabeth. ono, i 

Who, you aſk, would now believe a girl, who ſhould 17 ſne 
was gotten with child by a ghoſt? Who, but yourſelf, would ever 
have aſked a queſtion ſo abominably indecent and profane? I can- 
not argue with you on this ſubject.— Vou will never perſuade the 
world, that the Holy Spirit of God has any: reſemblance to the 
ſtage ghoſts in Hamlet or Macbeth, from which you ſeem to have 
JJ. TIE LITE oo ea ro he. 
The ſtory of the maſſacre of the young children by the order of 
Herod, is mentioned only by Matthew ; and eine you think 
it is a lie. We muſt give up all hiſtory if we refuſe to admit facts 
recorded by only one hiſtorian, Matthew addreſſed his goſpel to 


* 


the jews, and put them in mind of a cjreumſtance, of which they 
muſt have had a melancholy remembrance ; but gentile converts. 
were leſs intereſted in that event. The evangeliſts were not wri- 
ting the life of Herod, but of Jeſus ; it is no wonder that they 0- 
mitted, above half a century after the death of Herod, an inftance - 
of his cruelty, la” not eſſentially connected with their 4 ; 
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xa. The maſſacre, however, was probably known even at Rome; HE 
and it was certainly correſpondent to the character of Herod. John, 


you ſay, at the time of the maſſacre, © was under two years; of - 
age; and yet he eſcaped ; ſo that the ſtory circumſtantially_ belies 
itſelf. — John was fix months older than Jeſus 5 and you cannot 


prove that he was not beyond the age to which the order of Herod _ 
extended; it probably reached no farther than to thoſe who had 
completed their firſt year, without including thoſe who had entered 


upon their ſecond :- but without inſiſting upon this, ſtill I contend _. 


that you cannot prove John to have been under two years of age at 
the time of the maſſacre. Nor is it certain that John was, at that 
time, in that part of the country to which the edict of Herod ex- 
tended. But there would be no end of anſwering, at length, all 
your little objections. FIT Tb os ad W 


No two of the evangeliſts, you obſerve, agree in reciting, exacily 
in the ſame words, the written inſeription which was put over Chriſt 
when he was erucified .I admit that there is an uneſſential verbal 
difference; and are you certain that there was not a verbal difference 
in the inſcriptions themſelves ?—One was written in Hebrew, ano- 
ther in Greek, another in Latin; and, though they had all the ſame 


meaning, yet it is propable, that if two men had tranſlated the He- 


brew and the Latin into Greek, there would have been a verbal 


difference between their tranſlations. © The only one, you tell 
us, „of the men called apoſtles, who appears to have been near 
the ſpot where Jeſus was crucified, was Peter f.. This your aſſer- 
tion is not true—we do not know that Peter was preſent at the 


-crucifixion ; but we do know that John, the diſciple whom Jeſus. 


loved, was preſent; for Jeſus ſpoke to him from the:croſs. — You 


go on, But why ſhould we believe Peter, convicted by their own | 
account of perjury, in ſwearing that he knew not Jeſus?” I will 


tell you why—becauſe Peter fincerely repented of the wickedneſs . 


into which he had been betrayed, through fear for his life, and fuf- 
fered martyrdom in atteſtation of the truth of the chriſtian religion. 


But the evangeliſts diſagree, you ſay, not only as to the ſuper- 


ſcription on the croſs, but as to the time of the crucifixion, © Mark 


ſaying it was at the third hour (nine in the morning), and John at 
the ſixth hour (twelve, as you ſuppoſe, at noon).” There is a 


ſolution of this difficulty, in which many judicious men have ae- 


quieſced—That John, writing his goſpel in Afia, uſed the Roman 


method of computing time; which was the ſame as our own; ſo _ 
that by the ſixth hour, when Jeſus was condemned, we are to under- 


ſtand fix o'clock in the morning; the intermediate time from ſix to 
nine, when he was crucified, being employed in preparing for the 
crucifixion; But if this difficulty ſhould be ſtill eſteemed. inſupera- 


ble, it does not follow that it will always remain ſo; and if it 


ſhould, the main point, the crucifixion of Jeſus, will not be affect- 
ed here 8 
Ph pr rd ow: T 
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I cannot, in this place, omit remarking ſome circumſtances at- 


tending the crucifixion, which are fo natural, that we might have 


wondered if they had not occurred. Of all the diſciples of Jeſus, 


John was beloved by him with a 2 degree of affection; and, 
as kindneſs produces kindneſs, there can de little doubt that the 


d was reciprocal. Now whom ſhould we expeR to be the at- 


_ tendants of Jeſus in his laft ſuffering? Whom but John, the 
friend of his heart: Whom but his mother, whoſe foul was now. 

pierced through by the ſword of forrow, which Simeon had fore- 
told : Whom but thoſe, who had been attached to him through | 
life; who, having been -healed by him of their infirmities, were 
impelled by gratitude to miniſter to him of their ſubſtance, to be 
attentive to all his wants ?—Thefe were the perſons whom we 


ſhould have expected to attend his execution; and theſe were there. 
To whom would an expiring fon, of the beſt affections, recom- 
mend a poor, and, 2 a widowed mother, but to his warm- 


his own torture, and anxious to alleviate the burden of her ſor- 
rows, and to protect her old „ err, future want and miſery, he 
ſaid to his beloved diſeiple . Behold thy mother! and from that 
hour that diſciple took her to his own home.” I own to you; that 
ſuch ĩnſtances as theſe, of the conformity of events to our proba- 
ble expectation, are to me genuine marks of the ſimplicity and 
truth of the goſpels; and far outweigh a thouſand little objections, 


ariſing from our ignorance of manners, times, and circumſtances, 


or from our incapacity to compreherid the means ufed by the Su- 


preme Being in the moral government of his creatures. 


St. Matthew mentions ſeveral miracles which attended our g : 
viour's crucifixion—the darkneſs which ovegſpread the land the 


rending of the veil of the temple an earthquake which rent the 


holy city. Such,” you fay, is the account which this daſhing 


| writer of the book of 'Matthew gives, but in which he is not ſup- 


ported by the writers uf the other books®.”. This is not accurate! 


. expreſſed; Matthew is ſupported: by Mark and Luke, with reſpect 
to two of the miracles the darknefs. - and the rending of the veil; 
Q and their omiſſion of the others does not prove, that they were 

either ignorant of them, or diſbelieved them. "Theſe two miracles 

were better calculated to produee general conviction, amongſt the 


perſons for whoſe benefit Mark and Luke wrote their goſpels, than 


either the earthquake or the reſurrection of the ſaints. he earth- 
quake was, probably, -confined to a particular ſpot, and might, by 


an objector, have been called a natural phenomenon; and 


to whom the ſaints appeared might, at the time of writing the goſ- 


is of Mark and Luke, have been dead: but the darkreſs muſt 
ave been generally known and remembered; and the veil of the 


temple might till h preſerved at the time theſe authors _—_— 
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As to John not mentioning any of theſe miracles it is well-known 
that his goſpel was written as a kind of ſupplement to the then 
goſpels ; he has tferefore ornitted many things whäch the other 
chree evangeliſts had related, and he has added ſeveral things whiccxk 
they had not mentioned ; in particular, he has added a eireumſtandce 
of great importance; he tells us that he ſaw one of the ſoldiers 
pierce the fide of Jeſus with à ſpear, and that blood and water 
flowed through the wound; and leſt any one ſfiould doubt of the 
fact, from its not being mentioned by the other evangelifts, he aſ- 
ſerts it with peculiar earneſtneſs. . And he that ſa it, bare re- 
cord, and his record is true: and he knoweth that he ſaith true, 
that ye might believe.” —Jolin ſaw blood and water flowing fromm 
the wound; the blood is eaſily, accounted for; but whence came the 
water? Fhe anatomiſts tell us that it came from the peritaruium : 
— ſo conſiſtent is evangelical: teſtimony . with the moſt eurious re- 
ſearelles into natural ſcience !—You amuſe yourſelf. with the ace? 
count. of; what the ſeripture calls many ſaints, and you call an' army 5 
of ſaints, and are angry with Matthew for not having told you a 
great many things about them. It is very poſſible that Matthew = 
might have known the fact of their reſurrection, without knowing 
every thing about them; but if he had gratified your curioſity in HERD 
every particular,: I amiof opinion that you would not have believe t 
a word of what he had told you. I have no eurioſity on the ſub-* © 
ject; it is enough for me to know that Chriſt was the firſt fruttèhnzèg 
of them: that ſlept,” and . that all that are in the graves ſhall hear 
his voiee and ſhall come forth, as thoſe. holy men did, who hearfet 
the voice of the Son of God at his reſurrection, and paſſed from 
_ death. to lifes JV) e e | 
As the reſurrection of Feſus is a point which you attack witk 
all your foree, I will examine minutely the principal of your ob 
Jections; I do not think them deſerving of this notice, but the7ß 
ſhall have it. The book of Matthew, you ſay, “ ſtates that when 
Chriſt: was -put in the ſepulehre; the jews applied to Pilate for a 
watch or a guard to be placed over the ſepulchre, to prevent te 
body e eee the diſeiples “. I admit this account; butt: 
is not the whole of the account: you have omitted the reaſon for 
the, requeſt which the chief prieſts made to Pilate—< Sir, we re- 
member that that deeeiver ſaid, while he was yet alive, after three 
days I will rife 8 is material to remark this; fof at the 
very time that Jeſus predicted his reſurrection, he predicted alſd his 


— 
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F 


* 


cruecifixion, and all that he ſhould ſuffer from the malide of thoſe 
very men who now applied to Pilate for à guard f. Theſe mei 
knew full well that the firſt part of this prediction had beef accu- 
rately fulfilled through their malignity; and, inſtead of repenting: - 
of what they had done, they were fo infatuated as to ſuppoſe, that: . 
hy a guard of ſoldiers they could prevent the completion of he 


ſecond.— The other books, you "tes «ſay; about this 


; 9 3 3M ; application, „ 
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the watch, and 


men mentioned by Luke. Thirdly, in 
tion that Mary Magdalene was a common woman, I wiſh. it to be 
_ conſidered; whether. there is any ſcriptural authority for that im- 
Putation ; and whether there be or not, I muſt contend, that a 
 repentant and reformed woman, ought not to be eſteemed an im- 
proper witneſs of a fact. The conjecture which you adopt con- 
ene is unten leſs than an ilideral, indecent, un ounded | 


| bebe 1 was an earthqua 

eld from heaven, and 3 rolled back the ſtone from the door, 

and ſat upon it hut the other books ſay nothing about any carth - 
hat then? does their ſilence prove that there was none? 
5 —_ nor about the angel rolling back the ſtone and fitting upon 
25 it ee ee does their filence prove that the ſtone was not 
12 — ires angel, and that he did not ſit upon it “ and 
2 accounts there was no angel fitting there. This 

Keen a their accounts do notlay. there _ | 
1 N angel | 


4. 
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epplicatitin; nor about the ſealing of the flone, nor-ibe quad, nor 
to theſe accounts there were none. 
other books do not ſay that there were 


-» Fhis, fir, I deny. T 


none of theſe things; how often muſt I repeat, that omiſſions are 
| not contradidtions, nor filence concerning a fac a denial of it? | 


You go on The book of Matthew continues its account 


that at the end of the ſabbath, as it began to daton, towards the 
flirſt day of the week, came Mary Magdalene and the other Mary to 
_ fee the ſepulehre. Mark ſa my ee ſun-rifing, and ohn GS it 
55 8 Luke ſays it 9 and Joanna, and 
| * the Mother of —_ 3 - women, that came to the fe- 


1g ens: 
ever, to have 


John ſays 1 has Mary Magdalene came alone. So 
— + their firſt evidence] they all appear, how- 
own moſt about Mary Magdalene; ſhe was a wo- 
man-of ING acquaintance, and it was not an ill conjecture that 


_ ſhe-might be upon the ſtroll “. This is a long paragraph; I will 
anſwer it diſtinctiy:—firſt, there is no diſagreement of evidence 
with reſpect to the time when the women went to the ſepulchre : 


all the evangeliſis agree as to the day on which they went; and, as 


"of ——.— the day, it was early in the morning; what court 
. to: ubſtantiate the fact of the women's having gone to the ſepul- 
. _chre; becauſe the witneſſes differed as to the: degree of twilight 
Which lighted them on their way? Secondly, there is no diſagree- 

ment of evidence with reſpect to the perſons who went to the 
ſepulehte. John: ſtates that Mary Magd 

chre; but he does. not ſtato as you make him fate, that Mary Mag- 
dalene went alone; ſhe might, for any thing you have proved, or 
anied by all the wo- 
ition to your inſinua- 


e in the world would ſet aſide this evidence, as inſufficient 


alene went to the ſepul- 


can prove, to the 'bontrary, have 3 


obſerve,” goes on to e And 


he book of: Matthew, von 
te, for the angel of the Lord deſeend- 
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' If angel fitting there, at the time that Matthew ſays he fat upon tile 
ſtone. They do not deny the fact, they ſimply omit the mention 
: of it; and they all take notice that the women, when they arrived _ 
| at the ſepulehre, found the ſtone rolled away: hence it is evident 
that the ſtone was rolled away before the women arrived at be 
ſepulchre; and the other evangeliſts, giving an account, of wiat 
happened to the women when they reached the ſepulchre, have - _ 
| merely omitted giving an account of a tranſaction previous to their 
arrival. Where is the contradiction? What ſpace of time inter- 
vened between the rolling away the ſtone, and the arrival of the 
women at the ſepulchre, is no where mentioned; but it certain 
was long enough for the angel to have changed his poſition; from 
ſitting on the outſide he might have entered into the ſe 8 and 
another angel might have made his appearance, or, from the firſt, 
chere might have been two, one on the: outfide rolling away the _ 
None, and the other within. Luke, you telł us, ſays there were 
two, and they were both ſtanding 5 and John ſays there were two, - 
and both fitting,” At is impoſſible, I grant; even for an angel to 
be fitting and ſtanding at the ſame inſtant of time; but Luke and 
John do not ſpeak of the ſame inſtant, nor of the ſame appearance 
| — Luke ſpeaks of the eee to all the women; and john of 
the appearance to Mary Magdalene alone, who tarried weeping at 
the ſepulehre after Peter and John had left ie. 
As to your inference, from Matthew's uſing the expreſſion unit 
Ibis day, that the book muſt have been manufactured aſter a 
lapſe of ſome generations at leaſt *, it cannot be admitted again 
the poſitive teſtimony of all v roach That the ſtory about Were. 5 
away the body was a bungling ſtory, I readily admit; but the chief 
Prieſts are — it: it is a ſtrong inſtance to you, to me, and 
to every body, how far prejudice may miſlead the underſtanding. 
N abe nag that part of the evidence = 8 1. 
ſdpoctey yu lap, er the protendad apririnces of Orig u hiFpre. 
tended * * — 2 book of Matthew pelo,” 
that the angel that was ſitting on the ſtone at the mouth of the 
ſepulchre, ſaid to the two Marys, (chap. xxviii. 7.) *« Behold, Chrift 
is gone before you into Galilee, there' ye ſhall ſee him . Turn, 
ſir, to this paflage in your Bible, and you will find that the angel 
did not ſay, Behold; Chriſt is gone before you into Galilee, —but, - 
Behold, he" gvetß before you into Galilee.” I know not what 
Bible you made uſe: of in this quotation, none that I Have ſeen 
render the original word by he is gone: it might be properly ren- 
dered, he will go; and it is literally rendered, he Fe 8 
phraſe does not imply an immediate ſetting out for Galilee: wen 
| to London or Bath, it is 
ndon or Bath, though the 


a man has fixed upon a long journe 

common enough to ſay, he is going to L Bath, | 
time of his going may be at-ſome'diftanee: © Even your daſhing - 
Ne coult noe guile of ſuch s nner t mak d , 
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gel ſay,.by is gone; for he tells us immediately afterwards, "that, as 


che wamen were departing from the ſepulchre to tell his N a 
| ow 


Iuhat the angels had ſaid to them, Jeſus himſelf met them. Now 
How Jeſus could be gone into Galilee, and yet meet the women at Je- 


AKLuſalem, I leave you to explain, for the blunder is not chargeable 


upon Matthew. I exeuſe your introducing the expreſſion t then 
dhe eleven diſciples went away into Galilee, for the quotation is 
TLightiy made; but had you turned to the Greek Teſtament, you 
would not have found in this place any word anſwering tb ben; 


— 0 dis di 
A * * 3 - "I. a 


1 ee is better tranflated = and the eleven. Chriſt had ſaid 
ples,” ** After Lam riſen again, I will go before you into 


_ Galilee®:” —and the angel put the women in mind of the very ex- 


preſſzon and prediction —he is riſen, at he ſaid; and bebdld, be goeth 


Lee yourinto Galijee.; Matthew, intent upon the appearance in 


Zalilee, of which there were, probably, at the time he wrote, 


many living witneſſes in Judea,' omits the mention of many ap- 


2arances taken notice of by John, and by this omiſſion, ſeems to 
connect the day of the reſurrection of Jeſus, with that of the de- 


Paxture of the diſeiples for Galilee. "You ſeem to think this a great 
difnieulty and incapable of ſolution; for you ſay (It is not poſſi- 
ble, unleſs Me admit theſe'diſciples the right of e e that 


the writers of theſe, books could be any of the eleven perſons called 
diſciples; for if, according to Matthew, the eleven went into Gali- 


Lee to meet Jeſus in a mountain, by his own appointment, on the 
_ Jame day that he is ſaid to haye riſen; Luke and John muſt have 


been two of, that eleven; yet the writer of Luke ſays expreſsly, and 


John implies as much, that the meeting was that ſame day in a 


houſe at Jeruſalem: and on the other hand, if, according to Luke 


And John, the eleven were aſſembled in a hauſe at Jeruſalem, Mat- 
_ thew;; muſt. have been one of that eleven; yet Matthew ſays, the 
meeting Was in a mountain in Galiſee, and conſequently the evi- 


4 


3 dence giyen in thoſe books deſtroys each other t.. A falſe poſition 


muſt end in an abſurd. coneluſion. I have ſhewn your'poſition— 
That the eleven went into Galilee; on the day of the reſurrection—to 
be falſe, and hence your conſequence - that the evidence given in 


theſe two books deſtroys each other is not to be admitted. You 
ought, moreover, to haye conſidered, that tho feaſt of unleavened 


bread, which immediately followed the day on which the paſſover 


Vas eaten, laſted ſeven days; and that ſtrict obſervers of the law 
Aid not think themſelves at liberty to leave Jeruſalem, till that feaſt 
Was ended; and this is a collateral proof that the diſciples did not 


go to Galilee on the day of the reſurrectionn 


Vuoou certainly have read the New Teſtament, but not, I think, 


with great attention, or you would have known who the apoſtles 
were. In this place you reckon Zuke as one of the eleven, and in 


3 


other places you ſpeak of him as an eye-witneſs of the things he 


relates; you ought, t have known that Luke was no apoſtle ; and 
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be tells you himſelf, in the preface to his goſpel, that he wrote 
from the teſtimony of others. If this miſtake proceeds from your 


_ ignorance, you are not a fit perſon to write commeiits on the Bible; 
it from deſign, you are ſtill leſs fit; in either caſe it may ſuggeſt to 


; your readers the propriety of ſuſpecting the truth and accuracy of : 5 | 


Pour aſſertions, however daring and intemperate; 7 = 


Tou think Paul an improper” witneſs of the reſurrection; . 
think him one of the fitteſt that could have been choſen ;” and for 


chis reaſon his teſtimony: is the teſtimony of a former enemy. 


He had, in his own miraculous converſion, ſufficient ground for 
changing his opinion as to a matter of fact; for believing that to 
have been a fact, which he had formerly, through extreme preſu- 
dice, conſidered as a fable. For the truth of the reſurrection of 
Jielus he appeals to above two hundred and fifty living witneſfes; 
and before whom does he make this appeal? Before his enemies, 


who were able and willing to blaſt his character, if he had advanced 
an untruth. They neither proved, nor attempted to prove any fuch 


thing; and, therefore, we may ſafely eonelude, that this teſtimony 
pf Paul to the reſurrection of Jeſus was true: and it is a teſtimony, 
in my opinion, of the greateſt wei gilt. 
TD come, you ſay, to the laſt ſeene, the aſcenſion, upon 
- which, in your opinion, „the reality of the future miſſion of the 
Aiſciples was to rèſt for proof“. I do not agree with you in this. 
T be reality of the future miſſion of the apoſtles might have been 
proved, though Jeſus Chriſt had not viſibly aſcended into heaven. 


Miracles are the proper proofs of a divine miſſion; and when Jeſus EE 
. _ AVE: the apoſtles a commiſſion to preach the goſpel, he commanded 


chem to ſtay at Jeruſalem, till they were endued with power from 
on high.“ Matthew has omitted the mention of the aſcenſtion; 
and John, you ſay, has not ſaid a ſyllable about it. I think other - 


= wiſe. John has not given an expreſs aceount of the aſcenſion; but 


has certainly ſaid ſomething about it; for he informs us, that Jeſus 
ſaid to Mary. Touch me not; for Jam riot yet-aſcerided' ta my 


* * 


father: but go to my brethren, and ſay unto them; Iaſcend unto 
my father and your father, and to my God and your God.“ This 
is ſurely ſaying fomething about the aſcenſion; and if the fact f 


ttßhe aſcenſion be not related by John or Matthew, it may reaſon- 


ably be ſuppoſed, that the omiſſion was made, on account of the 
, notoriety of the fack. That the fact was generally knowm may 


be juſtly collected from the reference which Peter makes to it in 


the hearing of all the jews, a very few days after it had happened _ 
* his Jeſus hath God tated pe whereof we all are witneffes: 
Therefore being by the right hand God exalted. Paul bears teſti- 
mony alſo to the aſcenſion, when he ſays, that Jeſus was receiusd 

up: into glory. As to the diffèrenee you contend for, between the 
account of the aſcenſion as given by Mark and Luke, it does not 
15 exiſt ; except in this, that Mark omits the particulars of Jeſus go- 


ee 


55 
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the four books aſcribed. to Matthew, Mark, Luk | 
when it is confidered that the whole ſpace of time, from the eruci- 
fixion to what is called the aſcenſion, is but a few! days, apparently 
not more then three or four, and that all the eireumſtances are re- 
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are mentioned by Luke. But omiſſions, I muſt often put you in 
mind, are not contradictions. ss... 


' You have now, you ſay, * gone 


ke, and John; and 


ported to have happened near the ſame ſpot, Jeruſalem, it is, I be- 
{a impoſſible to find, in any ſtory upon record, ſo many, and 

ſuch glaring abſurdities, contradictions, and falſehoods, as are in 
thoſe boeks “. What am I to fay to this? Am I to ſay, that in 


1 F 


writing this paragraph, you have forfeited your charaRer as an ho- 


neſt man? Or, admitting your honeſty, am I to ſay that you are 


groſsly ignorant of the ſubject ? Let the >>> 9 — ſays, 


that Jeſus appeared to his diſciples at Jeruſalem on the day of his 


_ reſurreQion, and that Thomas was not then with them. — The 


fame. John fays, that after eight days, he appeared to them again, 
when Thomas was with chem. Now, fir, how apparently three or 


- four days can be conſiſtent with really eight days, I leave you to make 
out. But this is not the whole of John's teſtimony, either with 
reſpect to place or time—for he ſays—After- theſe things: (after the 


eighth, day after the, reſurrection) Jeſus ſhewed himſelf again to his 
Helen at the fea. of. Titeriar.. The (ea of Tiberias, I preſume - 


you know, was in Galilee ;,' and Galilee, you may know, was 


fixty. or ſeventy miles from Jeruſalem; it muſt have taken the diſ- 
_ciples ſome time, after the eighth day, to travel from Jerufalem into 
Galilee. What, in your own-inſulting language, have you to an- 
wer, as to the ſame ſpos, Feruſalem, as to your apparently three or 
Four days — But this is not all. Luke, in the beginning of the 
Acts, refers to his goſpel, and fays—* Chriſt ſhewed himſelf alive 
after his paſſion, by many infallible proofs, being ſeen of tha 
apoſtles forty days, and: ſpeaking. of the things pertaining. to the 
kingdom of God: inſtead of four, you —— there were forty 
he cru ion. I need not, I truſt, 
after, this, trouble myſelf about the falſehoods and contradictions 


days between the, crucifixion and the aſcen 


which you impute to the evangeliſts; your readers cannot but be 


upon their guard, as to the credit- due to your aſſertions, however 
bold and improper. Nou will ſuffer me to remarł, that the evan- 


geliſts were plain men; who, convinced, of the truth of their nar- 


ration, and conſcious of their own integrity, have related what they 
knew with admirable ſimplicity. They ſeem to have ſaid to the jews = 
of their time, and to ſay to the jews: and unbelievers of all times 
We. have told you the truth; and if you will not believe us, we 
have nothing more to ſay.— Had they been impoſtors, they would 
have written with more caution and art, have obviated every 1 * 5 
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and avoided vey arance of contradiction. This they have 
not done; and this 1 effy 


veracity. . 


Vuou are the firſt unbeliever who ever ſwore that he was an in- 


fidel; concluding your deiſtical creed with 80 help me God I 


pray that God may help vou; that he may, through the influences | 


of his holy ſpirit, bring you to a right mind; convert you to the re- 


gion of his Son, whom, out of his abundant love to mankind, he | 
fent into the world, that all who believe in him ſfrould not periſh, _. 


- 


dut have everlaſting life. e N 
You ſwear, that you think the chriſtian religion is not true. I 
give full credit to your oath; it is an oath in confirmation—of 


A pueencn or Tak III. 7 


conſider as a proof of their honeſty and. 


what: —of an opinion. It proves the fincerity of your declaration | 


of your opinion; but the opinion, notwithſtanding the oath, may 
be either true or falſe. Permit me to produce to you an oath not 
confirming an opinion, but à fact; it is the oath of St; Paul, when 
he ſwears to the Galatians, that, in what he told them of his mi- 


raculous eonverſion, he did not tell a lie : * Now the things wick 


FE write unto you, behold, before God, I lie not: — do but give 


that credit to Paul which F give to you, do but confider the dif- 
ference between an opinion and à fact, and I ſhall not deſpair of | 


your becoming a chriſtian. * 


Deiſm, you fay, conſiſts in a belief of one God, and an imita- 


tion of his moral character, or the practice of what is called virtue; 


and in this (as far as religion is concerned) you reft all your hopes. 
here is nothing in deiſm but what is in chriſtianity, but there is 
much in chriſtianity which is not in deifm. The chriſtian has no 
doubt concerning a future ſtate; every deift, from Plato to Thomas 
Paine, is on this ſubje& overwhelmed with doubts inſuperable by - 
human reaſon.” The chriſtian has no miſgivings as to the pardom 


of penitent ſinners, through the interceſſion of a' mediator ; the 
deiſt is harraſſed with apprehenſion” left the moral juſtice of God 


| ſhould demand, with inexorable rigour, puniſhment for tranſgreſ<' 
fion. The chriftiarr has no doubt concerning the lawfulneſs and 


the efficaey of prayer; the deiſt is diſturbed on this point by ab- 
ſtract conſiderations concerning the goodneſs of God, which wants 


not to be intreated ; concerning his forefight, which has no nee 
of our information; concerning his immutability, which cannot be 


changed through our ſupplication. The chriſtian admits the pro- 


vidence of God, and the liberty of human actions; the deift is 


involved in great difficulties, when he undertakes the proof of 
either. The chriſtian has affurance that the Spirit of God will 


help his infirmities; the deiſt does not deny the pofſibility that God 
may have acceſs to the human mind, but he has no ground to be- 
lieve the fact of his either enlightening the underftanding, infu-: 
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encing the will, or purifying the heart. * 
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is hiſtorically. otherwiſe; there was no ſuch book as the New Teſ- 
- 4 CS , 7 ; a 2 N 2 tr” i; SN 105 24 pa © 2 
tament till more than three hundred years; after the time that 
Cbxiſt is ſaid to have lived“. — This paragraph ig calculated to 
wiſlead common readers; it is neceffary to unfold its meaning- 
Ihe book, called the New Teſtament, conſiſts of twenty-ſeven 
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e FThoſe, you fay;.<* who are not much acquainted with eccle>. - 


Fb faſtical hiſtory, may ſuppoſe that the book called the New Teſta, 


ment has exiſted ever ſinge the time of Jeſus Chriſt ; but the fact 


different parts; r of theſe, viz. the Epiſſle to the 
Hebrews, that of James, 


e ſecond of Peter, the ſecond of John, 


the third of John, that of Jude, and the Revelation, there were 


ing apinions muſt be, by Vote. With reſpect to th | 
parts, thoſe who are moſt acquainted with ceclefiaſtical. hiſtory will, 


ceived into the canon, might dei e all: quaſtons concern 
Vith reſpect to the other twenty, 


at firſt ſome doubts; and the queſtion, whether they ſhould be re- 


tell you, as Du Pin docs after Euſebius, that they were owned as, 


canonical, at all times, and by all chnſtians, Whether the coun-, _ 
Al of Laodicea was held before or. after that of Nice, is not a ſet- 
tled point; all the books of the New Teſtament, except the Reve- 


lation In are enumerated | as. canonical in the Conflitutions of that- 


council; but it is a great miſtake to ſuppoſe, that the greateſt part 


2 o 


of the books of the New Teſtament were not in general ſe amongſt 


Martyr. preſented. to the em 


_ goſpe 


** : 


_ chriſtians, long before the council; of Laodicea was held, 
Did you ever read the apology for the chriſtians, which Juſtin 


e 
— 


FS * 4 . A 
or Antoninus Pius, to the ſenate, 


and people of Rome? In this apology, which was preſented not. 
yours after the death of St. John, not only 


þ „ 


— — 


refer to books which did not exiſt: and, therefore; though you. 


could make it out that the book called the New Teſtament did not 


formally exiſt under that title, till 350 years after Chriſt; yet F- 


hold it to be à certain fact, that all the books of which it is com- 
poſed, were written, and moſt of them received by all ehriſtians, 
Muh a few years be eh.. 29 renee, - 
© You faiſe a difficulty relative to the time which intervened be- 
tween the death and reſurrection of Jeſus, who had ſaid; that the 
Son of man ſhall be three days and three nights in the heart of the 
eartht,—Are you ignorant then that the jews uſed tho phraſe three: 
days and three nights to denote, what we underſtand by three days? 
Alt is faid in Geneſis, The rain was upon the earth forty days; 
and forty nights; and this is equivalent to the expreſſion, And; 
tte flood was forty days upon the earth. Inſtead then of taying 5 
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death ot n, not only parts of all the four, 
gare quoted, but it is expreſsly ſaid, that on the day called Sun- 
day, a portion of them was read in the public aſſemblies of the 
_ chriſtians. . I forbear purſuing. this matter farther; elſe it might. 
ceeaſily be ſhewn, that probably the goſpels, and. certainly. ſome of, 
St. Paul's epiſtles, were known to Clement, Ignatius, and Potycarp,, 
cContemporaries with the apoſtles,. "Theſe men could not quote or 
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a part of à day is ſpoken, of as the-whole, Thus much for the 
defence of the hiſtorieal part of the New Leſtament. 
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tranſlation: he was not only devoid. of 
ing, but: illiterate.. in. the higheſt degree. An argument which he 
oh of the goſpel affords ſufficient ground 

for this aſſertion 3 for he coritends, that the goſpel of St. Matthew- - 
Could not have been written by St. Matthew himſelf, becauſe he 
is always mentioned in. the third perſont.”.. 


Not being able to produce any argument to render queſtionable 
either the ee ies Les 8 of St. Paul's Epiſtles, you 
tell us, that “ it is a matter of no great importance by whom thex 
. were: written, ſinee the writer, whoever he waz, attempts to pro vs 
his daoctrine by argument: he does not pretend to have been witneſs _ 
to any: of the ſcenes told of the reſurrection and aſcenſion, and he 
geelares tlrat he had not believed them. That Paul had ſo far 
reſiſted the evidence which the apoſtles had given of the reſurree- - 
tion and aſcenſion of J eſus, as to be à perſecutor of the diſciples of 

> Chriſt, is certain; but I do not remember the place where he de: 
ſenate of the chaldren of Iſrael did not deny th reality of the mira 
cles, which had been wrought hy Peter and the apoſtles; they did 
not contradict their teſtimony concerning the reſurrection ard the 

aſcenſion; but whether they believed; it or not, they were fired with  - 

indignation, and took counſeb to put the apoſtles to death: and 
this was alſo the temper of Paul; whether. he believed or did not 


aus brethren (that; che goſpe 


A. 


s — 


* 


Lou have introduced an account of Fauſtus, as denying the 

genuineneſs of the hooks of the New Teſtament“. Will you per- 
mit that great ſcholar in ſacred literature, Michaelis, to tell you 
ſomething about this Fauſtus? —*© He was ignorant, as were moſt = 

of the African writers, of the Greek language, and acquainted 


with the New Teſtament. merely N the channel of the Latin 


L 


brings againſt the genuinen 


trine i was not taught him by man, r any invention of his own, 
hich required the Nee a ee prove it: certifx 

a I which was preached of me, is not 
aſter man. For I neither teceived it of man, neither was I taught 
ity hut by dite tevelationd of Jeſus Chriſt |.” Paul does not pretend 
to have been a witneſs of the ftary of the reſurrection, but he dees 
much more; he aſſerts, that he was himſelf a witneſs of the reſur :- 
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cghree days and three nights, let us ſimply ſay three days and you 
Will not object to Chriſt's being three days. Friday, Saturday, and 
Sunday, in the heart of the earth, I do not ſay that he was in the 
- ſtances. might be produced, from Writers of all nations, in which 


a ſufficient fund of learn- 


believe the ſtory of the reſurtection: he was exccedingly mad againſt 
þ his doctrine by argument z he in many places: tells us, thiat his doe- 
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. ſays of hi 
| 2 one —.— of due ume . A. Whether you will admit Paul - 
to have been a true witneſs or not, you cannot deny pes are 


5 . him by his name, and entering into converſation with him. 


15 n and th W Poon ſtruck Paul and all his companions 
. diately able to walk into che eity of Damaſcus. So difficult is * 


reſurrection of the ſame bo is not, by all, admitted to be a ſerip- 
1 eve e eee the chriſtian: faith); I find our Saviour 


I that you can any place in the wri 
_ he eto E of the ſame body. 1 do not 
. explained it; 
dine, vou ought to ſhew that what you attempt to diſcredit js the 
| brings — As to he ſay about the conſciouſ- 
nes of exiſtence the only concerveable idea of a future liter 
e of the dime body; it does not inform us, whether to any or % 
what ſubſtance, material or immaterial, this conſtioufneſs is an. 


point, and willi ut ſubſcribe Keys ns of: Mr, 5s 1 2 8 
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n he was ſeen of me alſo, 


r 


AE witneſs of 9 728 
e being ſtruek to the ground, as was urney- 
to ons oy rig in it, you fay, miraculous 2 | 
refenthim as ſtruck 8 lightaingt.—Iti is ſomewhat 
| for à man, who-is fir 1 
poſſeſſion of his ur nding; to hear à voice 
ar the lightning, ſpeaking to him in the-Hebrew tongue, 


. x > 
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1 ou fa appear not to have ſuffered in the ſame 
ee d wonder.” If it was a common ſtorm of 


to the ground, it is „ Prom extraordinary that he alone ſhould 
de hurt; and chat, notwithſtanding kis dcing-fruck blind: by light- . 
ning, he ſhould in other reſpocts de ſo little hurt, as to be imme- 


4 
3 


to oppoſe truth by an hypotheſis! 
% Pon nee ſpate tt. S. Paul < for ſetting ; our to pros the | 
reſurrection of the ame body. You know, I. e that the 


tural doctrine. ( In the Teſtament (wherein, 1 think, are 


| the reſurrectiou , the dead, and the reſur- 

dead, in many places; but Ide mot remember any | 

et here the reſurrection of 8 ſo much as men- 

ned.“ This obſervation of Mr. Locke. E ſo . to den 
t. 


the ity of the-refurreQion of the oy. body, and 
am not ignorant of the manner in which ſome learned men have . 
at after the way of your vegetative ſpeck. in 
the-kernel-of à pench z) but as yo, are crediting St. Paul's wg 


wr 
we; r 
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nothing; either for- _ 


againſt the-reſurre&ion of a body, 


nere. J leave it, however, to others; who do not admit pern 
to vohnſiſt in conſciouſneſs, to gion, with you on this 
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Faul, van ſay, -affeQts to be a naturaliſt; and 1g Pere 
might more properly have ſaid illuſtrate) his ſyſtem of 'reſur 


| from che prineiples of vegetation Thou fool,” ſays he, hat 


which thou ſoweſt is not quickened except it die: to which on 
might reply, in his own language, and fay—* Thou fool, Paul, 


chat which thou ſoweſt is 'not quiekened except it die ut, II 
may be ſeen, I think, from this paſſage, who affeQs to be a nat 


raliſt, to be aequainted with the microſcopical diſeoveries of moa—- 
£ e | 11 

_- the'Corinthians; and which, had they been known to them both, 
would have been of little uſe in the illuſtration of the ſubje& of 


vere probably neither known to Paul, nor to 


the reſurrection, Paul ſaid that which thou ſoweſt is not quick - 


ened except it die: every huſbandman in Corinth, though unable 
perhaps to define the term death, would underſtand the apoſtle 
Phraſe in a popular ſenſe, and agree with him that a grain of wheat 
muſt become rotten in the ground before it could ſprout; and that, 
as God raiſed from a rotten grain of Wheat, the roots, the ſtem, 
the leaves, the ear of a new plant, he might alſo eauſe a new body 
d ſpring up from the rotten careaſe in the graue. Though the au- 
_ . thority of Jeſus may have as little weight with you as that of 1 Ys 
yet it may not be improper to quote to you n - 
fon, when he foretells the nn his death 
would produce “ Except a corn of wheat fall into the ground, ana 
die, it ahideth alone: but if it die, it hringeth forth much fruit. 
Lou perceive from this, that the jews; thought the death of the 
grain was neceſſary to its reproduction hence every one may ſee 
What little reaſon you had to object 8 popular illuftra- 
tion of the poſſibility of a refurreQion. Had he known as much - 
as any naturaliſt in Europe does, of the pregreſs of an animal from 
one ſtate to another, as from a worm to a butterfly, (which you 
think aer, to the caſe,) I am of opinion he would not have uſed 


* oh , 


that illaſtration in preference to what he has uſed, which is obvious 


* 1 
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| him ax not, is, in your judgment, a matter of indifferenoe.8So far 


from being a matter of indifference, I conſider the genuineneſs of 


St. Paul's epiſtles to be a matter of the greateſt importance ; for if 


the epiftles, aſcribed to Paul, were written by him, (and there is - 


unqueſtionable proof that they were,) it will be Adel for you, rr vet”; 5 N 
for any man, upon fair principles of ſound reaſpning, to den that 


the chriſtian religion is true. The argument is & fhott one, and 
obvious to every capacity. It ſtands thus ;—S6 Paul.yurote fe 
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: 1 * N 
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n 3 - 


letters to thaſe whom, in different countries, he e We 
| - chriſtian faith; in theſe letters he affirms two ae e A OE 
he had wrought miracles. in their preſence ;—ſeeondly; chat mn ,, 


of themſelves had received the gift af tongues, and other miseu- 


| Jous gifts of the Holy Ghoſt.— The perſons to whom theſe fees 
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155 Wot been Spfcious, whether they themſelves did or did not poſe - 1% ; 

5 0 5 =Nowcan you, or can any man, believe. I 
85 A mom at (a man certainly of great abilities) would have. 35 
mee been, eien could nat fail of be. 
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hg Giſec 9 ties, as ſoon” as his letters were red —Pau [| 
-Eouild not be puilty of falſchood in theſe two points, ori in either - : A 


th bf them be true, the chriſtiat- religion. is true het 
References” theſe two 6 points are frequent in St. Paul's "epiltles 7 || 
- wll-wention-only'a few: In his Epiſtle to the Galatians, he we [= 
i Br 7 — only would I earn of Jou, received ye the ſpirit (gifts 0 oy FS 
Tg by the works of the aw?—He minifterett "ts" you "be ft 
100 and worketh miracles among you * = FO 5 the TheMaloran: 5 
ys, © Ourgolpet came not unto you; in word only, büt aller RE: 
power) and inthe Holy Ghoſtt.”— 7 - - he: Cortchiane thy | 
We himſelf; My-preaching + . ic, with entiemg words = T: 


2 


B Fs "of man's wiſdom, but in the demonſtrator; of che ſpirit anc 1 1 
A IHE = Wer and he adds the caſo fon kn working miracles | 
3 That vor faith ſhould not fand in the wiſdom of men, bur. | 


. 4 © of God. Win what alacrity would the faction 1 
+... © Eorimtlty witch oed che apoftle; have laid hold of this 'ans [| 
FI =; . many. Hinilar declarations i in the letter, had they” Been ale co ham | 
5 155 eee, 1 in tem! There is no need o must, 


eee en clea t=the genüineneſs of Pauls ks yd prove; - 1 
3 N independently | of ver) other proof torn is | 
EPS, Ty.  abſurd51 eme to ſuppoſe him, under circumftances of {Sb = 
nn capable of advancing: what was got cue and 1 1 

rea aul's Ex ze both genuine and AWthentic the chriſtian "religncs” 0 Rt 
1 5 1 3 rue, £2 Think of this . eee FE e . 1 W e 17 HY 7 
1 on loſe your obſervations in che follon ms manner:==Shouk | 


ii Bible (meaning, as i have before remarked, the Old 1 — 7 7 10 


CR he "Und Teftament hereafter fall, it is not T chat have dong t "I 
0 1 think, u Jour | roduction With A parent's 1 bY 
"i 25 9 0 5 x you pak 'of it in uch A tyle- of ſelf-complacenc W 
EEE ns x; Kr, Has Wichſtood the learning of Porphyry, and 8 


1 e 3 4% to ſay nothing of the manichear. - een has eee Xt 
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